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ABSTRACT 



In cooperation with the Hillsborough County School Board, the 
Arta Council of Tampa-Hillsborough County, Division of Education 
provides Artists-in-the-Schools (AIS) Programs in architecture, dance, 
fiction writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry and theatre to 
over 100,000 students and over 3000 teachers through-out the county. 
Within the program areas, it is emphasized that the arts are partici- 
patory and part of everyday life. There are over 10J artists employed to 
deliver the AIS program areas. 

In September, 1980, the Arts Council received one of twenty U.S. 
Department of Education gfcants in the amount of $55,000 for the first 
of two years. The award was macfirto assist in improving the overall 
educational effectiveness of existing Artists-in-the-Schools programs. 

During the first year of the project a process evaluation of the 
eight AIS program areas listed above was conducted. Principals, curri- 
culum specialists, teachers, artists, students, parents and school board 
members were observed and/or interviewed about the AIS program. A total 
of 1039 observations and/or interviews were made. 

The results indicated that the AIS program was perceived as adding 
a great deal to the curriculum and to the positive attitudes of the 
people involved. However, there is a need for additional orientation 
to the program and ways to integrate it into the curriculum. Conse- 
quently, an inservice training program has been designed in response 
to these needs. 



Artist j-in-the-Schools Evaluation 
Program Evaluation Report 
by 

Mary Topping, Evaluation Consultant 

Concern for improving the quality cf life leads to a consideration 
of the school's responsibility for enhancing the aesthetic competence 

and creativity of the student. Various art forms such fee architecture , 

/ V 
dance, fictiofl writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry, and 

theatre serve to increase the range and depth of the learner's sensi- 
tivity to the world around him or her. They can become a means of 
interpreting life, of signaling its crises and its possibilitier of 
promoting self-awareness and a recognition of the creative potential of 
man and woman. Creativity and aesthetic sensitivity, than, are funda- 
mental expressions of human nature. It is in this sen*e that v:he school 
has an educational responsibility in an area which is highly subjective 
and responsive to individual human choices. The educational objectives 
with respect to creativity and aesthetic cojmpetencies include the 
f^>l lotflng: 

1. ) The student is familiar with several arts fields, 

their concepts, styles, and standards. 

2. ) The student possesses some ability to analyze and 

interpret artistic works and form reasonable 
judgements about them. 

3. ) The student has an open mind toward aesthetic forms 

and seeks out kinds of experiences in the arts which 
give pleasure and enrichment to his or her own life. 
He or she incorporates these pursuits into his or 
her activities through a process which is, at least 
in part, rational rather than whimsical. 

4. ) To the extent his or her talent and inclinations 

permit, the student participates in artistic performano 
and creates works of arts. 



Toward assisting in meeting these educational objectives, the 
Tamfca-Hillsborough County Arts Council , Division of Education , has 
developed the Artists-in-the-Schools (AIS) Program to enhance the 
regular arts programs. 

In cooperation with the Hillsborough County School Board, the 
Arts Council provides ongoing programs in the areas of architecture, 
dance, fiction writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry and 
theatre to over 100,000 students and over 3,000 teachers through-out 
the county, within the program areas, it is emphasized that the arts 
are participatory and part of everyday life. There are over 100 
artists employed to deliver the AIS programs. 

In September, 1980, the Arts Council recei/ed one of twenty U.S. 
Department of Education grants in the amount of $55,000 for the first of 
two years. It was awarded to improve the overall educational effective- 
ness of existing Artists-in-the-Schools programs in 114 Hillsborough 
C6unty Public Schools including 73 elementary, 15 sixth grade centers, 
7 seventh grade centers, 1 sixth and seventh grade center and 18 junior 
high schools. 

During the first year of the project a process evaluation of 'the 
eight AIS program areas listed above was conducted. Based on the 
results of this evaluation, an inservice training program has been 
designed. During the second year of che project this inservice 
training program will be offered to curriculum specialists throughout 
Hillsborough County to assist them in facilitating the integration of 
the AIS program areas into the regular curriculum. 

Purpose of the Evaluation 

The purpose of this evaluation was to determine the content of an 
inservice training program to assist curriculum specialists in the 114 
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Hillsborough County schools in facilitating the integration of the 

I 

AIS program areas into the curriculum and to provide ongoing information 
to planners of future AIS programs. 

i 

Evaluation Plan 

The Evaluation Plan was designed to follow the modal adapted from 
Stufflebeam, et.al's, CIPP (Context, Input, Process, Product) (1971; 
Stufflebeam 1973, 1974) model by the Center for the Study of Evaluation, 
University of California, Los Angeles, (Alkin 1969, 1973, 1974) (see 
Appendix A) . Since the program areas were developed in response to a 
needs assessment, this evaluation plan will include only Stage 3 of the 
model - Process Evaluation. The first phase of the Process Evaluation 
was conducted during the 1980-1981 academic year. 
Process Evaluation 

The Process Evaluation consisted of two parts: Implementation and 
Progress Evaluation* Since these two components address different key 
questions, they will be discussed separately. 

Implementation Evaluation 

Key question: Is the Program operating as planned? 

This evaluation focused on whether the procedures specified in the 
program. plan were carried out in the intended manner. Program operation- 
alization was the relevant decision area. AIS Program implementation 
questions were 

1. ) To what extent are the AIS Program Areas being 

integrated into *he regular curriculum? 

2. ) What are the rol - of the following personnel in 

integrating the . .3 Program Areas into the regular 
curriculum? 

a. school administrators (principals) 

b. curriculum specialists 

c. teachers 




d. students V 

e. artists 

3. ) To what extent are the operations involved in' 

delivering the Ai5 Program Areas efficient? 
/ / 

4. ) What are the roles of the following personnel 

in dexivering the AIS Program Areas? 

a. school administrators (principals) 

b. curriculum specialists 

c. teachers 

d. students 

e. artists 

Px^gress Evaluation 

Key question: If the Program making progress towards its 
stated objectives? 

The evaluation focused on determining the extent to whi^h the 
program was making gains tcward achieving its program objectives* 
Objectives, therefore, were of major importance in this stage. 

AIS Program Progess Evaluation questions were: 
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1. ) To what extent are the objectives explicated for 

each AIS component being met? 

2. ) To what extent do the AIS Program Areas give students 

the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

3. ) Are the AIS Program Areas presentations appropriate 

for the age of the students involved? 

4. ) Are there changes in the students 1 attitudes toward 

self, school, and the AIS program areas after the 
AIS presentation? 

5. ) What are the teachers, curriculum specialists, 

principals and artists opinions about the progress 
of the AIS program areas? 



Instruments 

Data collection instruments that were used for this evaluation are 
attached as Appendix B. They included a semantic differential type 
scale to assess student attitude change and various interview forms to 



gather information on the objectives of the AIS program, its operation 
and delivery and opinions of significant people involved in its 
operation and delivery. 

Evaluation Design 
In attempting to answer Question 4 under the Progress Evaluation 
(Is there a change in the student's attitudes toward self, school and 
the AIS program areas after the AIS presentations?) data were collected 
from the student prior to the artist's presentation, immediately following 
it f and one month after the artist's presentation. Therefore, the design 
for collecting student attitude data was pre AIS - post - delayed post. 
All other data were collected from the persons involved only once, during 
the artist visits. 

Data Collection 

Although tJte Project 1 s* Evaluation Consultant and the Project's 
Administrator had observed several AIS Programs in November and December 
of 1980, the official beginning of the data collection period was 
January 1981 and continued until the middle of May, 1981. Involved in 
the data collectic * process were the Director, the Assistant to the 
Director, the Arts Education Consultants, the Evaluation Consultant and 
eight observers who were specialists in their fields and graduate students 
at the University of South Florida. Great support was given by the 
personnel at the Arts Council of Tampa-Hi llsborough County 

Data Analyses 

During the data collection period, the Observers consolidated the 
data they collected, using the evaluation instruments, and summarized 
amy additional observations they made. These data were then submitted 
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to the arts Education^onsultants. The' Arts Education Consultants 
reviewed tbe then submitted them to the Project Director, The 

data were analyzed further under the supervision of the Project Evaluation 
Consultant durift^the project period. 

Data collected using attitude* scales were analyzed under the 
supervision of the Projecmpvaluation* Consultant, during the period from 
the middle of May until the middle of June, 1981, 

During the period /from June 15 to Juiie 26, 1981, the Project 
Director, the Arts Eduction Consultants, the Administrator and the 
Evaluation Consultant meV-tp analyze the/coinments that were collected 
during the evaluation period and to design the inseervice education 
workshops based on the" findings. 

Data Reporting 

Data reports from the Observers about their visits were written in 
the latter part of the days they made the observations and submitted to 
the Arts Education Consultants immediately. Preliminary reports from 
the Arts Education Consultants were submitted to the Project Director 
by June 30, 1981. Herein contains the final first year report on the 
AIS Evaluation Project. 

Results for Across AIS Program Areas 

Results will be presented here from those found across AIS program 
areas. Appendix C contains results for each program area. 

Principals, curriculum specialists, teachers, artists and students 
were surveyed in the schools. Parents were surveyed via telephone. 
School board members were interviewed in person. To the degree possible, 
the schools in which the subjects were located were chosen at random, 
stratified as much as possible, by the eight AIS program areas. Since 
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some of the AIS program areas (architecture, fiction writing , filmmaking 
and photography) were in only a f'iw schools, they may be overrepresented 
on a percentage basis in the total sample. Therefore, it was necessary 
to include all or almost all of the schools with these programs in 
order to gather as much information on them *«s possible. 

Of the total number (1305) of in-schools respondents proposed, 73% 
(951) was surveyed. Figure 1 reflects a comparison by AIS program areas 
of the number of proposed to actual respondents-. Ta&le 1 shows the 
breakdown of actual respondents by AIS program area and category of 
resppndent. 

In addition, 82 parents (56 mothers and 26 : thers) were surveyed 
by telephone. These parents were among those of students who were 
selected at random to have their parr rveyed. Table 2 indicates the 

breakdown by AIS program area. 

Six of the seven Hillsborough County School Board members were 
interviewed, in person, *bout the AIS Program in general. 

Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1 ; To what extent are the AIS Program Areas being inte- 
grated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : Table 3 shows that there is agreement, for the most 
part, among the principals, cui :iculum specialists, teachers and artists 
that trie AIS Program Areas are being integrated into art, music and 
language Arts but not in mathematics , natural sciences and social sciences. 

Question 2 ; What are the roles of roles of respondents in inte- 
grating the AIS Program Areas into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : A majority of the respondents, except the artists, 
agreed that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance, work 
with others to integrate the program into the regular curriculum, 
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1. Sane principals , curriculum specialists, teachers and students were surveyed for more than one AIS area. 

2. TJntal percentage may not equal 100 due to rounding within the categories. 
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evaluate the extant to which the AIS program Areas have been integrated 
into the regular curriculum, plan ways and attempt to integrate the AIS 
Program Areas into the regular curriculum. See Table 4, 

There appears to be a fairly high level of agreement among the 
respondents about the roles of the teachers also. Relative to the 
principal, students, and artists, there seems to be agreement that they 
are not fulfilling these roles. 

Question 3 : To what extent are the operations involved in deliverin< 
the AIS Program Areas efficient? 

Fi ndings: Tsble 5 reflects a high degree of agreement among the 
respc ^ents that the AIS Program Areas delivery operations are efficient. 
That 13, the artists move in and out of the school very efficiently, the 
school's choice of and readiness of the performance area are very 
efficient, and student discipline by school personnel is very efficient. 

Question 4 ; Table 6 shows that a majority of the principals and 
curriculum specialists surveyed think that the principals observe the 
artists 1 works and observe the students work that results from the AIS 
Program Areas. A majority of the principals responding indicated that 
they observe the students working with the artists. Low percentages of 
the principals , curriculum specialists, teachers and artists indicated 
that the principals provide technical assistance or participate in the 
program. 

A majority of the respondents, except the artists, seem to agree 
that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance and observe 
the artist at work. The principals and the curriculum specialists 
agree that the latter observe the students working with the artists and 
observe the students work that results from the AIS Program Areas. 
Relatively low percentages of the respondents indicated that the 
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curriculum specialists participate in the programs, 

A clear majority of the respondents, across categories, agree 
that the teachers participate in the program, observe the artist at 
work, observe the students working with the artists, and observe 
students work that results from the AIS Program Areas. Relatively low 
percentages of the respondents indicated that teachers provide technical 
assistance. 

About the roles of the students, there is agreement that the students 
participate in the program and observe the artiatr at work. Also, there 
is agreement, based on the low percentages, that the students do not 
provide technical assistance, do not observe the other students working 
with the artists, and do not observe the other students work that results 
from the program. 

There is agreement among the respondents that the artists participate 
in the program. The teacl^ars and artists, agree that the artists provid 
technical assistance. Based on the low percentages there appears to be 
agreement among the respondents that the artists do not fulfill the 
three remaining roles, the first two of which are not really applicable. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent are the objectives explicated for the 
AIS Program Areas being mec? 

Findings : Most of the objectives explicated for each of the AIS 
Program :.reas are being met. The breakdown by areas and objectives may 
be found in Appendix C. 

Question 2 : To what extent do the AIS Program Areas give students 
the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Findings : The findings for this question are included with those 

presented for Question 5, below. 
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TABLE 5 

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 
Sumner 3: To What Extent is This AIS Program Area 
Being Delirered Efficiently?" 
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AIS AREA: Across Areas 
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Key: P - Principal 

• CS - Curriculum Specialist 
T - Teacher 
A - Artist 
0 - Observer 
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TABLE 6 

Artists-in-tha-Schools Program Evaluation 
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responsts to tht Question: 

lumber I*; "What Art Your Holts tod. What art tht 
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Mtchanics of Delivering this AIS Program?" 
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TABLE 7A 

ARTI8T3rINrTHK«8CH00Ls PROGRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Scales 
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TABLE 7B 



ARTI8T8^IN~THE~3CH00L8 PROGRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Scalea 
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TABLE T° 

ARTI8T3^m^1IB-8CH00l<J PROGRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Pcalea 

TOTAL SCALE RESULTS BY AI8 AREA 

Scale Concept W 'AI3 Area* end Me" 
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Question 3 ; Is there a relationship between appropriateness of 
the AIS Program Areas and the student's age? 

Findings ; A review of the data for the individual AIS areas 
indicates that for most areas the AIS presentations appear to be .appro- 
priate for the student's age. Appendix C contains the results by area. 

Question 4 ; Is there a change in the students' attitudes toward 
self , school and the AIS Program Areas after the AIS presentations? 

Findings ; Table 7A, B and C show the results from the student 
attitude scales. 

For the scale concept "Myself" (Table 7A) , there were three statis- 
cially significant, at or below the .05 level , mean attitude shifts noted 
music « posttest - pretest; poetry * posttest - pretest; and poetry * 
delayed posttest - pretest. However , the results indicate that there 
were numerous positive shifts- in attitudes as measured by an increase in 
the mean value from pretest to posttest , pretest to delayed posttest, and 
posttest to delayed posttest. 

For the scale concept "School and Me" (Table 7B) , there were four 
statistically significant attitude shifts noted. These were dance ■ 
posttest - pretest; filmmaking - posttest - pretest, poetry * posttest - 
pretest, and poetry - delayed posttest - pretest. Again there were 
numerous positive shifts in attitudes as measured by an increase in the 
mean value from first time tested to later times tested. 

Relative to the scale concept" 'AIS Area'and Me" (Table 7C) , there 
was one statistically significant mean shift noted — dance ■ delayed 
posttest - posttest. As with the first two scale concepts, there were 
numerous positive shifts in mean values. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table 8 shows 
that, when the students were csked to describe what they had just seen 
or done, the most frequently used words were learned, fun, like, and good 
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Over 71% of the students knew that the program was going to be in 
their school the day the presentation^ took place. When asked how the 
presentation made them feel about themselves , 86% indicated positive 
words, 8% said no different, and 6% indicated negative words. About 
84% indicated positive words when asked how the AIS presentation made 
them feel about school. Only 9% indicated they felt no different, and 
only 7% said negative words. Relative to how the student felt about 
the presentation and the AIS area, 92% indicated positive words, 3% 
indicated no different, and 5% indicated negative words. 

Question 5 : What are ^he principals, curriculum specialists, 
teachers and artists opinions about the progress of the AIS program? 

Findings ; Table 9 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondent groups on several aspects of the AIS program. 
Since the percentages are based on only those who responded, it 4 is im- 
portant to note the numbers that did not respond as well as those that 
did respond. 

It appears that most of th«* artists who responded believed that 
they were very well oriented to or trained for the AIS program. However, 
this is not the case for the other respondent groups. A majority of the 
curriculum specialists indicated that they were not at all or almost not 
at all oriented or trained for- the AIS program. The principals and the 
teachers indicated that they had had very little to not any orientation 
or training for the AIS program. 

An overwhelming majority of the respondents appeared to agree that 
they feel very good about themselves as a result of the AIS program, and 
they indicated an overall rating of very high for AIS programs in which 
*they are involved. 

A clear majority of those who responded indicated that the^ AIS prograr 
has had a positive affect on their attitude toward school, that the* are 
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STUDENT INTERVIEW DATA 
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All Program Areas Mutter of Schools: 92 
Nutber of Students: 457 
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2. DID YOU KNOW THAT (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? 
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HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 
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4. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 
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5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT (AIS Area) 



POSITIVE 1220 
NO DIFFERENT j 7 
NEGATIVE I 13 
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TABLE 9 . 
ABTI8T8-IM-THB-8CH00LS KVALUATIOH 
A Comparison and Analysts of Opinions oh the Progress of the Program 
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3. ) How do you feel about yourself as 
a result of AIS? 
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quite involved in the program and that ( the AIS funding is satisfactory 
to very satisfactory. Please note that 40% of the principals, 42% of the 
curriculum specialists, 57% of the teachers and 19% of the artists did 
not respond to items about funding. 

A fair majority of the respondents indicated that the materials for 
the AIS program have been available to readily available; that the AIS 
program has affected the students' general achievement, the students' 
arts achievement, and the arts program; and that products do result from 
the AIS program and are used, circulated or observed. 

There was no clear indication that the respondents thought the AIS 
program affecte<J the general community, the school co^^unity, nor the 
basic educational program. However, it is well known that United States 
presidential elections have been decided based on a lower percent of \ 
eligible woters responding than is evidenced here and the results of 
those who did respond by voting. 

There was agreement among the respondents, except the artists, that 
attempts were being made to provide students with similar experiences 
as those provided by the AIS program. Of the 89 artists surveyed here, 
68 or 76% did not respond to this item. 

Additional Findings 

Training and^Background in A IS When asked to indicate the approxi- 
mate number of years the schools in which they had worked had offered 

\ 

the AIS program, the results were as follows. The principals indicated a 
mean of 4.83 years, the curriculum specialists 4.28 years, the teachers 
3.27 years, and the artists 2.63 years. See Table 10. 

Theatre was indicated by the highest percent of principals, 

curriculum specialists, and teachers when asked to indicate other AIS 
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program areas with which they had been in/olved. close behind were poetry 
and music. It should be noted that poetry, theatre and music, respectively , 
were the first programs offered to schools. 

About 6% of the principals, 3% of the curriculum specialists, 7% of 
the teachers and 16% of the artists who responded indicated that their 
undergraduate preparation program included orientation to an AIS program. 

About 7% of the principals, 12% of the curriculum specialists, 27% ^of 
the teachers and 42% of the artists who responded indicated that within 
the last five years they had elected to pursue further education in the 
art3. 

Vhen asked to indicate to what extent they thought an inservi re- 
training program in the integration of the AIS program into the curriculum 
would benefit them and the students, 48% of the prin^ .3, 54% of the 
curriculum specialists, 62% of the teachers, and 34% of the artists who 
responded indicated to a great extent or toward * greet extent. 

Results of the Parents Inter /iews Table 11 shows une results from • 
the interviews with parents of some of the students surveyed. 

It itf recognized that the number of parents interviewed is small 
due to circumstances beyond the control of the Project Dirr tor; that is, 
parents 1 right to privacy and, thus, the schools reluctance to give 
out telephone numbers, parerts unwillingness to grant interviews, etc. 

Therefore, an added word of caution is offered here — the results may 
be biased to a greater degree than are those from the in-school surveys. 
Nevertheless, here is what was found. 

Mostf of the parents interviewed did not know what the AIS program 
was. jt those that did not know what the AIS program was, a majority 
indicated that they would attend an orientation program on it. 

M'.at of the parents indicated that their children had not told 
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them about the AIS program presentation, except for those interviewed 
with children in photography, poetry and theatre (mothers only), 
Photography and poetry are long-term programs. Theatre usually is a one- 
time presentation, but has been offered over long periods of time also.< 

A majority of the parents did not think that* as a result of the 
AIS program their children had shown more interest in school, attended 
similar presentations offered by community or professional groups, or 
engaged in related activities. 

An almost equal number of parents indicated that the AIS program 
should be integrated into rli^ regular curriculum (30) and the fos program 
should bet a separate, sv^ylezsental part of the regular curriculum (31) • 

When asked who should cake the major responsibility for the inte- 
gration of the AIS program, the artists wera indicated most often by the 
p^rjnts, the teachers .-/ere next, and then the curriculum specialists and 
the principals. 

Results of the School Board Member Interviews Of the six school 
board members, two indicated that the AIS program should be integrated 
into the reaular curriculum, three indicated that the AIS program should 
become a separate but supplemental part to the regular curriculum and one 
indicated that "It should be an added dimension that is not pretested, 
posttestea, etc/. 

The two members who indicated that they thought the AIS program 
should be integrated into the regular curriculum also indicated that the 
curriculum specialists whould take the major responsibility for doing so. 

The following are responses made by the school board members when 
asked the questions indicated and asked to comment on the AIS program: 
1. What is your opinion of the AIS program? 

a. I think it's excellent. Some problems with some of the 
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arts. The first areas to lose standards were arts. 
Benefits outweigh problems. 

b. I think it's good, a worthwhile program. My first 
exposure was in college. 

c. I think it's excellent. Funding is lacking; we need 
more instruction in this area. Youngsters need proper 
balance— appreciation for the arts in all forms. Being 
exposed at elementary levels prepares for a lifetime 
foundation. History of the arts important to appre- 
ciation. 

d. I think it's great. It's that one added dimension 
that all young people should have. 

e. I'm in favor of the prc^ram. "Back to Basics" should 
include arts. Important to start at early age. Basic 
Education should include arts education. 

f. I'm in favor of it. I'm a strong supporter of the arts. 
2. What directions do you feel it should be taking? 

a. Expand strings program to all of county. MS should 
be in all the elementary schools. Financially impractical 
to do more than we're doing now. 

b. If there is a way to expand it, that would be good. 
Arts Council working with the staff, it should go forward. 

c. Have more of it. Expanding the program should inspire 
youngsters to consider the arts as career and find pleasure 
vocationally, jolrect creativity of children. 

0 

d. That the programs get to all children; continuation of 
programs so that upper grade experiences build on earlier 
experiences. Extension into high school level; elective 
as to Program Are* in H.S. I really think it's important 
for H.S. age, too. 

e. I like it as it is. Emphasis should not be diminished. 
Should not become rote or too structured. Need to keep 
high quality of artists, but not limited to traditional— 
should include new art forms as well as very old. Should 
be different from what is included in regular curriculum. 
This assumes that the regular curriculum already includes 
the arts. 

f. Keep what they have, and expand it if possible with budget 
limit* ions. 

Please add any comments and/or recommendations you may have about 
the Alf Program. 

a. Purpose of arts in school is to portray desirable char- 
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acteristics that children bnould know about and be 
interested in. AIS should present or ideal , rather 
than a realistic reflection of life. 

b. This program can give them culture they are not 
exposed to at home or elsewhere. I don't want to see 
the program stopped. I wish we had the money to expand 
the programs — to optimum of once a week per child. 

c. Theatre presents learning situations, morals, 
positive attitudes, that- have enriching impact on children. 
Would like to see overall couftty plan to h6 very inclusive 
in curriculum, uo that all children will really be exposed. 



d. Directors of elementary and secondary levels work in 
a school systtem as large as ours. As far as preparation 
and followup, everybody should be doing this. It would 
be cffeat* if the artists 1 experiences could be planned 
into the overall curriculum county-wide , but this is 
idealistic, probably not realistic — resources not avail- 
able without cutting into other important programs. 
I like the cooperative effort between governmental 
agencies • 

e. Basic Education should include arts education. Should 
be open and free, unstructured. The curriculum should not 
determine what the offerings should be. There should 
definitely be arts in the curriculum, AIS should be separate 
and different. 

f . The arts need to be special. If it were integrated into 
regular curriculum might become humdrum. Shouldn't have to 
compete with English and Mathematics. School system has 
committment to return to basics. 

A copy of the survey sheet designed to interview the school board 
members is attached as Appendix D. 

Conclusions, Discussion and Recommendations 
Implementation Evaluation 

Based on the opinions of the principals, curriculum specialists, 
teachers and artists, if the AIS Program Areas are to be integrated into 
the entire curriculum, work needs to be done relative to integrating 
these into mathematics, the natural sciences and the social sciences. 
Further evaluation of the extent to which, or indeed if at all, this is 
being done would probably benefit the decision makers. 
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The roles of the curriculum specialists were clear. However, the 
roles of the principals, artists and students in integrating the AIS 
Program Areas into the regular curriculum were not clear. Perhaps 
further evalr*tion is needed and/or role definitions are needed. 

There appeared to be no major problems with the delivery of the AIS 
Program Areas presentations. Across respondent categories there was 
agreement that the program areas were delivered efficiently. 

Based on the findings here, the principals and curriculum specialists 
might be encouraged to participate more in the program. However, there 
appeared to be evidence of great support for the AIS Program. Perhaps 
due to experiencing similar programs as students or observing the 

r 

students 1 enthusiasm, and work, the principals and curriculum specialists 
can lend support without participating. 

Progress Evaluation 

Although the goals and program objectives have been explicated for 
the AIS Program Areas and, to a great extent they are being met, there is 
a need for development of program and instructional objectives that are 
clearly student based. It is recognized that there is, currently, a 
move toward a naturalistic inquiry approach to evaluation wherein observers 
are trained to enter schools and classrooms and record everything they 
see, thus, seemingly eliminating the need for precise objectives. (See 
Buba, 1978) . 

However, a combination of these approaches might best serve the " 
students and other significant people in the school system. Basically, 
this would involve delineating measurable cognitive, affective and 
performance objectives for the students and implementation objectives 
that would be assessed in as objective a manner as possible and having 

trained classroom and school observers sytematically record what they 
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observe in the classrooms and the schools. These could be principals, 
curriculum specialists, teachers, artists , students, or trained observers 
from outside the school. 

An eclectic approach to progress evaluation, although uore time 
consuming, snould produce the most valid information upon which decision 
makers can make their decisions about the school's programs. 

Across categories of respondents and AIS Program Areas, the message 
was very clear. Everyone, or almost everyone connected with the AIS 
Program thought it to be a worthwhile program and rates it very high 
overall. The AIS Program, apparently, assists them in feeling very 
good about themselves and positive toward schools. They are very much 
involved in the program and most perceive the funding to be satisfactory. 
Also, they thought that the AIS Program had affected the students 1 
general achievement, the student* 1 arta achievement, and the arts program. 
Products did result from the AIS Program and were bfeing used, circulated, 
or observed. School personnel felt that attempts were being made to 
provide students with similar experiences as those provided by the AIS 
Program. 

Personnel interviews, except the artists, indicated that they did 
not believe they were well oriented to or trained for the AIS Program. 
They, also, indicated that they thought a training program in the in- 
tegration* of the AIS Program into the curriculum would benefit them and 
the students. To remedy both che perceived lack of orientation and 
training problems, an in service training program has been developed and 
will be offered to curriculum specialists during the second year of this 
project, school year 1981 1982. After 'attending the AIS Program the 
curriculum specialists may then offer similar programs to their school 
personnel. 

Parents, also, indicated a need for an orientation to the AIS 
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Prograr ey indicated that t,iey would attend such an orientation. 
Therefore, it is recommended that an AIS orientation presentation be 
designed for parents for that part of the AIS training program for 
school personnel be extended to include parents and to school board 
members who may wish to attend. 

Although this evaluation was limited by time and money, the results 
have provided substantial information relative* to the AIS Program and 
the extent to which it is being integrated into the curriculum, the roles 
of significant people involved, shifts in attitudes of students, and 
opinions of principals, curriculum specialists* teachers, artists, 
students, parents and school board members. 

Further evaluations might focus on the extent to which student 
objectives within the cognitive, affective, and psychomotor domains 
are being met. However, the student objectives would have to be written 
first. That represents a great deal of time and money but highly re- 
garded by this evaluation consultant as necessary for measuring the 
effectiveness of a program. 
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IS THERE A GAP BETWEEN 
WHAT EXISTS AND WHAT 
IS DESIRED ? 



WHERE ARE YOU GOING ? 
HOW WILL YOU GET THERE ? 
HOW "'ILL YOU KNOW WHEN 
YOU HAVE ARRIVED ? 



IS THE PROGRAM /^IMPLEMENTATION 
OPERATING AS V. EVALUATION 
PLANNED ? 



IS THE PROGRAM 
MAKING PROGRESS 
TOWARD ITS 
OBJECTIVES ? 



HOW EFFECTIVE WAS THE PROGRAM 
IN MEETING ITS OBJECTIVES ? 



Summgttvf 

(product) - 0 

ERIC ™ le R, la,ionBh 'P Between Needs Assessment, Program Planning, and Fvatuation Stages with Ksy aXkiestions 
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EVALUATION MODEL 



The Cmtir for the Stud7 of Evaluation (CSE) at tht University of 
California, Los Angeles has developed a modal for tducational •valuation 
which includaa tht following stages: Heads Assessment, Program Planning, 
Implementation Evaluation, Progress Evaluation, and Out com Evaluation. 
Tha Center daflnaa tducational evaluation aa t Y ia process of determining 
tha kinds of decisions that have to be made; selecting, collecting, and 
analysing the information needed in making these decision; and then re- 
- porting this Information to the appropriate decision-makers. 



Tha CSE model presents the five stages of evaluation in a logical 
* quenca corresponding to the usual operation o2 an educational program. 
. .waver, aoma of tha stages may be overlapping in tins. It is possible 
that decisions made at one point in a program may require ^repeating one 
or more of the p receding stages* The model, then, consists of recycling 
and feedback loops whereby the results of one stage of evaluation can serve 
aa *sn impatue for another stage. * 



A brief description of each stage in the CSS Evaluation Modal is give, 
belof . Included for each stage are the relevant decision atea, the role 
o* educational objectives, and the key questions to ask: 



Seeds Assessment involves stating potential educational goals or 
k objectives, deciding which of these are of hlghist priority, and de- 
termining how well the existing educational program is meeting these ob- 
jectives. The decision area relevant to Seeds Assessment is problem 
selection. The major source of information provided by the evaluator in 
this stage la related to student achievement of objectives. The levels 
of ed* •etionel objective of concern in Needs Assessment usually are 
goal and general objectives. 

Key Questions: Is there a gap between what exists and what is 
desired? What needs can you cits that justify the exlsttnce of 
this educational program? 



Program lanning involve a making decisions about the kinds of 
programs or comL lations of programs that should be adopted to meet 
the problems identified in the Needs Assessment. Program selection 
is :he decision area of concern. In the. Program Planning stage, the eval- 
uates provides information about possible means of achieving the specified 
pri jram and instructional objectives. 

Key Questions: What objectives will the program accomplish to 



meet the identified needs? Which program is most likely to 
meet its objectivea? What kinds of information should be 
gatharad in ordar to know if tha program is maating its ob- 
jectives? 



Implamantation Evaluation focusas on whathar tha procaduras spacif led 
in tha program plan ara carried out in tha intended manner. Program 
opa rational tzation is tha relevant decision area* Objectives are not of 
critical importance in this stage. 

Key queatioa: Is the program operating as planned? 



Progress Evaluation focuses on de tenoning the extent to which the 
program is making gains toward achieving i s program and instructional 
objectives. Objectives , therefore, are of major importance in this eval- 
uation stage. Progress Evaluation is done continuously throughout the 
program's operation with the intent of improving the yrogram. 

— Key question: Is the program making progress towards its stated 
objectives? 



Outcome Evaluation leads to final j* igments regarding the general 
wotth of a total program in relation to its stated objectives. The 
critical decision area to program certification. 

Key questions: Bow effective has the program been in meeting 
its objectives? What effect may the program be expected to 
have in the future? 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE • 

Process Evaluaticn-lspienentation 

Date Observer 
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AIS Program Area P resentation 
AIS Sub-A**ea ; 



Position of person responding: 

PRINCIPAL 

C URRICULUM SPECIALIST 

T EACHER (please indicate type of class ) 
A RTIST (please indicate artist area ) 

Approximately how aany years has the person responding been 
involved in this AIS urogram? 

3USSTI05 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated into the 
regular curriculua? 

Ple%se indicate on the scale provided the extent and any conanents the interviewee 
may have under each area. 

Curriculum Areas To a Great Extent Not az all 

ART 5 U 3 2 1 



Consents 



MUSIC 
Consents 



LANGUAGE ARTS 
CoTtipents 



MATHEMATICS 
vents 



NATURAL 3CIZ5CZS 
Ccnment3 



social scnrczs 



Concents 



44 



OTHER AHZAS 

(Please specify. Also indicate AIS Program if there is a regular program in the 
school. e.g. filmmaking; 



* assents 



Concents 



Please indicate any additional comments and/or observations you may have concerning 
the extent to vhich the aIS Program is being integrated into the regular curriculum. • 
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2: ::eat jjz hciis aic t-xz ass tee pcles o? the foli:".':::3 rr?s::u: 
3?S3?jer:G tees a:s phosrak rsre the heguiah xheicullt:? 




Position of person responding: 



Curriculum Specialise 

Teacher ^please indicate type of class. 

Artist please indicate artist area 



Please indicate by checking applicable roles for each personnel category shovr.. Add rcles as 
needed and check their appropriate personnel categories. 







Curr. 
tree. 


Tchrs . 


Students 


Artists 


0tijer3 


1. Provides technical assistance. 














2. Work vith ethers to integrate program 
into regular curriculum. 
; Specify category ~ 

) 














3. Evaluates the extent to which the AI3 
program area has been integrated into 
the regular program. 














^> 

~. ?lans vays to intergrate the AIS program 
area into the regular curriculum. 

• 














3. Attempts tc intergrate AIS program areas 
into regular curriculum areas. 














6. 2tner 

• 'please specify roles and indicate 
related personnel categories 














7. Other 














z. 






i 

i 

i 

i 


1 


i 




• 


1 M<| 








l 





'ERIC 2C=«s-3 ar.i :r coser-avlscs :*cv. say have =n L'C'-r rcles ir. U^eSra-iCs 

mm$m)f7iz art* is-o -he r*r«-a? curricula. , :r. rac. 33*f. . 




30257105 3: 7c what extent is this klS Prograa Area bein* delivered efficiently? 46 
7hi» is (please check one) an interviev an observation 



Position of person responding: 

r JRHICJLUM SPECIALIST 
m _ mm 7SiSSSR (please indicate type of class 
ASSIST (please indicate artist area 



O BSERVER 

Please indicate on the scale provided the extent and any comments you may have. 



OPERATIOHS 



fry Efficient 



Sot at all efficient 



1.) Artists aoving in sad out of school: 
Comments 



2.) School's choice of performance place: 5 h < 3 

(If not efficient, please indicate reasons, e.g. acoustics, etc) Consents 



3-) School's readiness of performance area:, 5 U 3 
(If net efficient, please indicate reasons, e.g. undent etc.) Conments 



It.) Student discipline by the school personnel: 5 
(i.e. teachers, aid, counselor, etc.) Comments 



5.) Others (please specify ) m 
Comments 



6.) Others 



Conaents 



T. ) Others 



comments 



Other Comments: 



ERLC 



00 



47 

jest:::: w : vea? ahs your roies attt what ass ts rclss :f thz ?jr^r::iiJ ~ 
?r?s::!m in rsz !<sceaz::s :? .seiveits this ais pbogsa:: a?sa? 



i 

Position of person responding: 

Principal 

Ourri cuius Specialist 

T eacher (please iniicate type of class ) 
Artist please indicate artist area ; 



?lea3e indicate by chec&ing applicable roles for each personnel category shcrc. ; 
needed and chedc their appropriate personnel categories. 


-.id roies 


as 




Pris. 




Teachers 


Students 


Artist 3 


Others 


1. Provides technical assistance. 














2. Participates in progrtm. 














2. Observes the artist at vori. 
« 














k. Observes the students voriting vith " 
the artists. 

• 














5. Observes the students 1 vork that 
results fron -his AIS Program Area. 














6. Other 

(please s~ zity role and indicate re* 
lated per- ^nael category) 










♦ 




~. Other 










■ 




3. Other 








t 


! 




9 . Other 

e 


6 


1 




! 

i 
| 

— i 


i 

i 

! 
1 
I 

i 





FRir W cements arc cr observations you ray nave ;n your rcl*s ir. ial^vsrir.g this 

L^^cjrtR «rea ■ 




izis'j^zr: *± — su!-~;?.y ?2?:ht fork r 

Schccl I'aae 2 a.ze ^ 

kZz Prcgrac Area Sub- Are a ;t . 

22SS37Z?.: Please use this fern to repc**t ycur aajcr findings in each of the follcving areas 
Please note -hat it is this fqrs that should include any and all of vcur ca^cr 

:s and observations . ^ — — — „ — ^ — — - 



3PZZTLY D£SCH:3E ?3LS23T£ri33 SITTING. 
A. First Coczent: 



Second C 



Third 
Z . Fourth 



MAJOR CCMK27TS FROM: 
Principal: 
#1 



nt 02 . 



3. Curriculux Specialist: 

#1 



'2 



:c=aent *3 



C. Teacherls): 
it #1 



'2 



Comment #3 



3"! Artist(s) 
Consent #1 



C o^aent ¥2 



Student 3 



Consent ?2 
foment ,f 2 

jzhsrz [ please specify. 
J cedent .*! ____ 



i*9 



Observation *1 



Observation #2 



reservation 41 



Curriculum 5reci^-i 



Reservation *1 



3b3ervation *2 



Observation *3 



,* -eacner; s , 
reservation *1 



b3*rvation #2 



Observation *3 



Observation *1 



Observation *2 



Observation #2 



2. Students 
Observation ,^0 



"nervation # 



oservaticn #; 



Others . please specify, 
?serv»*icr. ^1 



;serv«-i 



Obtervat; on *3 



-t-srs t.ease *peci:y_ 
jservaticn * - 
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r;. v:*jh ^ssp-vac:::^ ass coi-sets concssn33 thz irnzrT to -.3:ce tee a:s ?hog?j^: is integrated 

ITTC THE 5ZG T JLA2 wlSrCL-wlC: ^ 



:t #1 



; assent i?* 



st PI 



i 

7. :OUH C3SE37AII0S3 AZ7T OCHMESTS C3SCSS3I3S THE EHTE!!T TO WHICH TEE AZS ?HOGRAM IS 3ZZIG 
7532D EFFICIE3TIY : 



it #1 



:==eTit #3 



"1. YD-H CPI3IC3 C3 TEE CV2SALL SFF3CTIV2SZSS CF 7313 ??.OGRAM: 
ZzizicT. it! 



:pir.iDn #2_ 
Cpinion #3 — , 
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I ZTZV * TIT ~~ 



scnccl lane 



kZS rrograa Area 



7b3erver 



:5 AlS JROGSAK AEZA DELITSSZD 



7 lease indicate or -he 3cal* presided the ertent and any consents you :say hava, 



:?Z?^ri:::2 Very Efficient 




3*t at 


all £*;i:i«n? 


I.) Artist roving in and out of school: 5 i 


j 






Connects 










2.) School' 3 choice of perforaance place: 5 1* 
% If not efficient, please indicate resons, e.g. acoustic, 
Comments ^ 


3 

etc. ; 


2 






3.} School's readiness of perforaance area: 5 £■ 

(If no- efficient, please indicate reasons, e.g. unclean, 
C omenta 


3 

9tC.) 


2 


i 




Student discipline by the school personnel;? 
i.e. teachers » aid, counselor, etc. 
Consent 3 


3 


2 






5.: 3thers (please specify 5 k 
Consents 


3 


2 


1 


< 


6.) Cthers {please specify) 5 -I* 
Consents 


3 


2 





^ner onsen -o • 
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UISTHUME3T #1: ATTITUDE SCALE 



2 * te P laaae check one: ? re P ost Delayed Post 

Have you seen this presentation before? (Please check one) Yes !to 

Hare you seen any AIS presentation before? y ea (Please specify) 

5o 



SAME 



SCHOOL 



GRADE A GE 
TEACHER 



AIS A3EA 



AIS SUB-AREA 



Today I vould like you to think about yourself, your school, and your schoolwork and 
how you feel about yourself, your school, and your schoolwork. The things you tell me 
vill not be used in any vay to ^gire you a grade. Also, there are no right or wrong 
answers to the things I am sjping tb ask you. 

On the next three pages you vill find a list of vords which mean the opposite of each 
other. An example of these vords is 

HAPPY SAD 

y 

At the top of each page you vill read a word or some words, for example, Myself. If 
you feel that you are always happy with yourself, place an X in box 1. If you feel yqu 
are not always happy with yourself but are happy most of the time, place an X in box 2>> 
If you feel you are sometimes happy and sometimes sad with' yourself , place an X in box 3- 
If ycu feel you are not always sad but sad aost of the time with yourself, place an X in 
box If you feel you are always sad with yourself, pla<** an X in box 5- However : if 
you feel you cannot answer anything, place an X in box 3. For each of the words on 
the next pages, try to think about how you really feel about, the school word at the top 
of the page and aark your answer so it is as close to how you feel as possible, Mark 
only one answer for each pair of words. Make sure your answer is in the box, aot outside 
the box* 

If ycu do not understand these directions or the words, please raise your hand and we will 
figure them out together. 

Icn't forget that I will need you to come back to me again right after you see the 
performance. 
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Myself 





j 

ALWAYS 
HAfTf 


ALWAYS 
MA/fY 


*xrrt 
sown*** 

SAO 


. mctt 

AWY.'AYS 
SAO 


ALWAYS 1 
SAO 










CIM IT 


ALWAYS 

own 


MOST 
ALWAYS I 

ouiit i 


soumuis ! 

LOUO i 


MOST 
, ALWAYS 
LCUO 


ALWAYS 
LOUO 


/ 

icuo 
















SAO 


ALWAYS 

iAa 


} MOST 
ALWAYS , 
CAO 


SWfTUbSfS 
0000 


VCST 
ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 
GQOO 


GOCO 










slow 


ALWAYS 
SUW 


COST 
ALWAYS 
SLOW 


^LSn 

SOMITES 

fast 


I MCIT 
Always ' 

*A*T 


ALWAYS 
*AST 


fast 










Mid 


AJ.WAYS 
' Kit* 


\ MOST 
• ALT* AYS 
KM ' 


Hid 

S3MCTIMZS 


MOST 
ALWAYS 
AAfUL 


ALWAYS 
AWfvL 


! A*tUC 

| 



SlG 



cnun 



WlAK 



HICK 



cttuici 



*a*c 
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ALWAYS 
UG 


' MOST 
ALWAYS 
WO 


216 
SCVITIMU 
SMALL 


ALWAYS 
SMALL 


ALWAYS 
SMALL 










ALWAYS j 
CftUfl 


MOST 
ALWAYS 
CXUCL 


CAUCL 
KINO 


MCST 
ALWAYS 
KMVO 


ALWAYS 
K1&0 




ALWAYS 


MOST j 
AA*AYS 
ffLAJC 


WfAK 
SCMtTMU 

rrwAC 


MOST 
ALWAYS 
STOCKS 


ALWAYS 
STKQKO 






ALWAYS 
f AlH 


MOST 
ALWAYS 

rAI* 


n«tT:</.!s 


ALWAYS 
UfftAlft 


ALWAYS 
UNFAIR 






ALWAYS 
HtOH 


MOST 
ALWAYS 

HIGH 


HlOH 
LOW 


" *0$T 
ALWAYS 

LOW , 


ALWAYS j 

LOW j 






ALWAYS 
COLiHi 


mcst 

At WAYS 
, OSSUXI 


StSLiM 
S3MITIMII 

uxf 


*cn 

ALWAYS 

LiU 


ALWAYS 

LftKl 




j ALWAYS 
j 4A*0 


} v-rr 

i Aw*Ars 


kmc::* iS 

| IAS/ 


w:rr 

Aw^iYS 
tAJT 


i 

Al^AY* 

• AJY 
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MALL 



VJttFAJrl 



L!« 



3c hool and Me 



5h 



CVUfT 





i 


2 


3 


4 5 


KAffY 


ALWAYS 


U*S? 


SSMfTlMCS 
SAO 


MOST 
ALWAYS 

uo 


AL WA YS 



. vtosr t 2«iiT mcst 
i aw:iT lcuo lsuq 



ALWAYS 
LQUO 



SAO 



LOUO 



SLOW 



M1CS 



CAUIL 



WtAJC 



PA4* 



*KJM 



ALWAYS 
IAD 


MOST 
ALWAYS 
tAO 


(AO 
SO«TlWtJ 

caoo 


vcrr 

ALWAYS 

scsq 


ALWAYS 

caoo 






ALWAYS 
ROW 


ALWAYS j WM|Tt«lS 

slow J *A*T 


UCST 
ALWAYS 
tAST 


ALWAYS 






ALWAYS 


*c$7 
aly;ays 

* *» ■ 


KJCI 
AWFUL 


MCST 
ALft^tS 
Awf UL 


ALWAYS 
AWfitL 




UtfAYJ 

116 


( «0ST 
ALWAYS 
US 


215 
S3VSTIMU 
ttULL 


«55T 
ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 

| SMALL 






AltCAH 


ALWAYS 
CAttll 


cxuu 

WHO 


aesv 

ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 

KiUZ 






ALWAYS ^ 
WAAA 


WCTT WtAK 
ALWAYS tt*tT!W£* 


M01T 
ALWAYS 

stacks 


ALWAYS 
STA0K5 




1 ALWAYS 

| mia 


ALWAYS 


fAtt : 
S9KCrtMlS j 
U*?A1A 


won j 

ALWAYS 
U\F*Jft i 


ALWAYS 
UKf Ai* 






ALWAYS 

MICH 


«sr 
^ayj 

WISH 


KtCH 
SOMfTlMfl 
LOW 


ALWAYS 
LOW 


ALWAYS 1 
LOW j 






*;WAYJ 
CttLUt 


Al WAYS 

oaiiAi 


3ISLI*! 
0MITIMCS 
L!X£ 


MCST 
ALWAYS 

L:*.£ 


ALWAYS 

ua 




! 4;wat* 

KAAO 


AL^ATS 
*A*3 


smi:;«cs always 

? AIT £ AST ] 


ALW* y 2 
•ASY 



GOOD 



FAST 



AWWL 



94AL^ 



ATROWC 



LOW 



LIKE 



CASY 
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MAffY 





2 3 


4 


5 


ALWAYS 

HAfrr 


M*S7 i KAPFY 
ALWAYS 1 »«iTW£S 
-U/FY { SAO 


1 ALWAYS 
XAJ 


ALWAYS 

us 




ALWAYS 

awrr 


At WAY J S3A1S TiMU 

avtiT | tcuo 


-ujst 

AUVATS 
LSUO 


ALWAYS 
LOUO 



SAO 



LOUO 





ALWAYS 

-A3 


*CST 


1 ^3 J 


VC*7 






tAO 


ALWAYS 
tAO 


SWI7IMSJ 
WOO 


ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 

coco 


GOOO 



SLOW 



met 



c*u«l 



HICM 



HAAQ 



j j SLCW | 


v.crr 

ALWAYS 
f AST 


ALWAYS 
fAST 




ALWAYS 


MOST 
ALY.'AYS 

tixt 


*;cr 

SCM£T!M*S 
AWfUL 


veorr 

ALWAYS 
AAfUL 


ALWAYS 
AWftfL 




•".•J* ( ALWAYS 


SIC «CCT 
SCVSTtMU ALWAYS 
SACALL SttALL 


| ALWAYS 
SMALL 




ALWAYS 

exuu 


KOST 
ALWAYS 
CftUCL 


CJWS!. 
JfCAilfrwtS 


MOST 
ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 


1 


ALWAYS 
*4A* 


won 

ALWAYS 
WlA« 


WCAK 
SCMSTktl 


HOST 
ALWAYS 


ALWAYS 
STKQKC 




ALWAYS 
fA»* 


MOST 
ALWAYS 
FA!* 


*A;*\ I 
UNFAIR; 


won 1 

ALA A YS j 


ALWAYS 


\ 




ALWAYS 
MICH 


«CJT 
ALWaYS 

K10H 


KtCH \ 
LOW \ 


ALWAYS 
LOW 


ALWAYS 
LOW 




, | ouu« I 


stsimc 

BMtttMfS 
. LIAS 


\ vie ST 
ALWAYS 

\ UKi 


ALWAYS 

Lit* 


\ 
\ 




-aa3 *crr 

S5mC:;ucs a;\*ats 

«a:y ! ^rr 


AIWA*: j 
;A£Y } 



FAST 



AWFUL 



SMALL 



st*towc 



LOW 



LA5Y 
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^CS 



School name Date Grade(s) 



l 3 ' A IS Area Sub-area 

e s est at i on 7o s erve r 



Pretend that I's /our aother (father) and you are telling se about the 

Observer: fill In proper AIS Area) yen just saw or did* (Observer: give as little 
inforaation as possible* However, if the students seem reluctant to respond, try to 
Licit some response.) 



4 * 1 . 



3* 



2.) Did -tu incw that ( fill in proper AIS Area) was going to be in 

your school today? (Observer: please indicate how aany said yes and how aany 3aid no.) 



' ~ QV vh at ^ ou *' tast 3aw> /^- d :a ^ ce 7Q U — -1 about yourself? 



yv did what you Just 3aw/did make you *eel about school? 



How did vnat you Just sav/dii saxe you feel abcut 



er|c rtr 
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SURVEY CF PARENTS' OPINIONS CF THE ARSTSTS-IK -THE-SCIOOLS rXGRftt: 
Lnterview via Telephone PHONE NUMBER 



1.) Student I^re 2.) School 



3.) AIS Program area Student experienced Sub-area 

Title of Presentation 

{If parent indicates that this student has experienced more than one MS area, 
please use a separate survey sheet for each area experienced.; 

When contact has been m*de say: 

" m IS FWM THE ARTS COUNCIL CF TBMPA-KHISBOHOCXa COUNTY I 

WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT THE ARITSTS-IN-TIiE-SCHOQLS "ROGRAM 

l*^™™ ^ (ATTENDED WITHIN TEC LAST FEW WEEKS AT 

SCHOOL) (HAS BEEN INVOLVED IN FOR THE LAST FEW WEEKS.) WE ARE VERY INTERESTED IN YOUR 
OPINIONS. I WCULL LIKE TO TALK TO BOTH YOU AND YOUR (HUSBAND) (WIFE) THIS WILL TAKE 
ABOUT FIVE KD JUTES EACH. DO YOU AND YOUR (HUSBAND) (WIFE) HAVE TU-E TC TALK WFH WE 
NOW?" * 

If the perent says yes then go on with the survey. If the parent says no th » to set 
a time to call back later. Please use a separ ate survey sheet for the father and mother. 

SURVEY QUESIC*S:This respondent is the student's father iro-cher 

1. ) A. Do you know what the Artists-in-the-School j Program is? yes no 
If yes to question 2. 

B. If che parent says NO chen ask: if an orientation session on the AIS Program 
were offered would you attend? yes no 

If the parent says yes ask: 

C. ! Jiat tiiae of day ;jould be best for you to attend an orientation? 
norning afternoon evening 

D. Would you and your spouse both attend? yes no 

BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE AIS PROGRAM TO THL PARENT. 

********** 

2. ) A. Your child has (attended a) ;been Involved in) (a (an) 

Name of AIS Area 



(presentation) (experience) . Has {he) (she) told you about ic? yes r.: 
3. If \os, what did (lie) (she) s?y? 
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As a result of (attending a) (being involved in) the t 

Name or AIS presentation 

has your child: 

A. Shown r.ore interest in school? yes no 

3. If YES: how do you knew: 

Cl Attended similar presentations offered by ccnrnimicy groups? yes no 
D. If YES: what are they: 

Tl Attended similar presentations offered by professional groupsTye s n o 
F. If YES: what are they: 

<T. Engaged in related activities? yes no 

H. If YES: what are they: 

1 ********** ~ 

4.) Should this AIS Trogram Area : 

A. Be integrated into the regular curriculm? yes n o 

B. Beccne a separate but equal part of the curriculiiu similar to 
math or readiivg? yes no 

C. Became a separate but supplemental part to the regular curriculum? 

yes___ ry > 

5-) If you believe that the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular 
curriculum who should take the major responsibility for doing so? 
Principal Curriculun Specialist Teacher Arxist 




Please rake any corr.ients and/or recaxendations you may have about the AIS Program 



il^ank you for your cooperation. 
DJ TERV IE CCT ^TTS: 
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SURVEY OF SCHOOL BOARD MS SEES OPINION OF THE AmSTS-K-THE-SaiOOL PROGRAM 



Interview in Person 

School Board Fjanber's Name 

1.) What is your opinion of the AIS Program? 



2.) ttfiat directions do you feel it should be taking? 



3. ) Should the AIS Program: A. Be integrated into the regular curriculum? 

B, Beccne a separate but equal part of the curriculum 
similar to math or reading? 

C. Become a separate but supplemental part to the 
regular curriculum? 

4. ) IF TEE BOARD METEZR ANSHERED YES TO A ABOVE, THEN ASK: 

To what extent do you believe the AIS Program should be integrated inco the regular 
curriculum? 



A. 


Art - a great extent 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


B. 


basic 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


C. 


Language Arts 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


D. 


Mathematics 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


E. 


Natural Sciences 


5 


a 


3 


2 


1 


F. 


Social Sciences 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


G. 


Cther (please specify and rate) 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 






5 


4 


3 


2 


X 



5.) If you believe that the AIS Program should be integrated into ti*. regular 
curriculum who should take tte major responsibility for doing so? 

Principal C urriculum Specialist T eacher A rtist 

Please add any ocrxvants and/or reccrrendations you ray have about the AIC prograr.. 

Thank you for your aoopera Jl<"^ - " 
DHERVHX1ER: Please aid your cements on the back of this sheet. 
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INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Architecture 
School Name Architect's Name 



Date Grade Observed Observer 



****************************************** ^*************^*********** ********** 

1. Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? Yes No 

Comments 



2. Does the architect explain technical terns appropriate to the children's 
age level? Yes No Cements 



3. Does the architect have the children participate in the planning of an 
activity in architecture? Yes No Comments 



4, Are the children properly motivated and stimulated to complete a project 
in architecture? , Yes No Comments 



5. Are the projects appropriate to the children's learning level? Yes No 

Comments 



6. Does the architect help individual children recognize in their own 
experiences an emotional core from which their creativity is fostered and 
artistic expression is demonstrated? Yes No Comments 



7. Does the teacher follow through on the projects? Yes No Comoents 



General Observations 
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ITOIV3UAL PROGRAM AREA EVATUATION: Dance g 



School Sam* A rtiat 

Date - Grade observed Observer 



1. ) Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class (ss)? y es n o Comments 

2 . ) Were the students provided with opportunities to see live professional dance performances? 

y es n o Consents 

3. ) Were in-class workshops provided by professional dancers and geared to assist the students 
gain greater understanding of the professional dancers 1 work? y es n o Comments 



Were students provided vith opportunities to communicate vith professional dancers in ^ 
^attenqpt to assist the students in beginning to appreciate the knowledge, techniques and self- 
Lsclpllne inherent In dance? yes no Comments . 



5J Were the students provided vith opportunities to relate dance to other movement forms? 
v es n o Corments " 

6.) Were the students provided with opportunities to dance «ad express themselves through move- 
aent ? yes no Comments 



7 J Was dance related to the on-going curriculum? y es d o. In vhat way? 
. Corument s 



3. ; Wert the students encouraged to further pursue their interest in dance? y es» by the 
artist; y es. T*y the teacher; yes, by *>th; n o. Ccsmnents _ 



9-) Wereflthe students provided vith opportunities to become familiar vith specific dance forms* 
ballet, modern, Jaxz, folk, in an attempt to assist them in distinguishing the various dance 
forms? y es m Comments 

10. ) Did the students seem to develop greater avareness and appreciation of d&nce as an art 
form? yes * no Comments , 



Awr CoaMata: 
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IJDIVSUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION : Fiction Writing f & 

School Name A rtist — 

Date Grade Observed Observer >— — 



; Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? yes no Comments 



2. ) Do the presentations y es n o, activities y es n o, and assignments yes 
n o, exceed the usual classroom program? Comments 



3/5 Do the students write either during the artist's session y es n o, or afterwards 
y es n o along creative lines suggested by him or her? Comments 



) Do the students present imaginative y es n o creative y es n o, non-discursive 
y es n o ideas in their writing? Comments 



5.) Does the writer stress the contribution of knowledge to creative im agination? y es n o 
Comments 



6.) Does the writer reward evidences of cognitive background in students creations? • y es no 

Cosntents 



To Does the teacher remain with the group y es n c, and participat e y es n o in the 
classroom sessions? Co mme nts 



MRVIZV FOOTS: 

1.) Does the teacher link cognitive classroom experiences with creative production based on the 
writer's presentations? yes no Comments 



2.; Does the teacher utilize and build on the insights from the writer's class? yes n o 

Comments 



3.; ' oes the write r y es n o, and teacher y es no make connections between the fiction 

students read and the stories the writer creates? Comments 



4.) Does the teacher attempt to apply insights from the writer's presentations in later litera- 
ture classes? y** no Comments 



5. J Do the writers work with both teachers and students ? yes no Comments 



Other Coaaents : 
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HDITTDUAl PROGRAM AHEA EVALUATION : Music 

School 3ane g a te ^ 

Presentation 3ub-area Observer 



!•) Did all 3tudents in K-3 in the school attend this concert? ' y es no 

3 omment s* 



2.) Have the students demonstrated -"(verball y or in writin g . ^ ) a familiarity vith 
the families of instruments of the symphony orchestra? yes no 



Consents 



3.) Have the students demonstrated ( verball y or in writin g ) a kncvleage of the 

ranges and capabilities of the instruments? yes n o 

Comment s 



Was time provided for the students to talk vitn the performers? y es n o 

Comments 

, V- 



5.) Did the 3tudent3 talk vith the performers? yes no 

Comment s 



6.) Save the students indicated that they vould like to attend more concerts of this 3ort? 
yes no Comments 
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INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Photography 



6h 



School Name Artist Grade 

Date O bserver 

*•»«•**•*•***«**•*«««*«*»««**«««««««*«««««««««««««««««#«««««««*#«««*«««««#«««##««*»»»*«*««««« 

COUNCIL OBJECTIVES: 



wwww 



1.) To encourage studeits to express themselves with photography, 2.) To give these 
students the opportunity to work regularly with a professional photographer and become 
familiar with the techniques, equipment, and processes of photography. 3.) To en- 
courage these students to use cameras as "extra eyes" to examine themselves, their 
peers, and their environment. U.) To give students the opportunity to learn cognitive 
skills in a differnet and exploratory way. 5.) To correlate knowledge gained in 
language arts, science and social studies classes with the use of camera and developing 
equipment. 6.) To develop a greater awareness and appreciation of the art of photography. 

TO THE OBSERVERS: ptease study the above objectives stated by the Arts Council. In the space 
provided b^lov and on the back of this sheet, describe the extent to which you feel thi» ob- 
jectives are being met, which you may determine either by your observations, or by interviewing 
the personnel involved in this program. (Example: You will want to ask the teacher vhether 
or not s/he received guidelines and in what way s/he is using them or the artists presentations 
with the on-going curriculum. ) Please describe not only the extent to which you feel the 
objectives are being met, but in what ways. 



V 
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INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Creative Drama 
School Name Artist 



|Date Grade-43bserved- Ot server 



*******^****************************^ 

Objective: To encourage students to create their own theatre presentations based on their 
experiences. 

Definition: Creative drama is the group creation of plays under the guidance (not direction) 
of a trained leader, using the theatrical techniques of pantomime and voice improvisation. 
Activities might include the following: 

1. Pantomime 

2. Movement and rhythms related to role taking or playing 

3. Dramatic play 

4. Theatre games 

5. Voice improvisations 

6. Story dramatization 

7. floral speaking 
S. Role playing 

Note for Observer : Whatever the activity, a creative drama class must involve ACTING OUT 
SOMETHING improvisationally. It is not the same as an« acting class where attention is paid 
to individual technique. It is also a group, not a solo art. Solos, taking turns would be 
offered only in advanced stages. Creative drama is PROCESS ORIENTED. The teacher is concerned 
with, helping children develop their talents through the process of drama, and is not con- 
cerned with producing a product for an audience, although sometimes a product results. 

Some of the questions below may have to be answered through interviewing the teacher or the ~ 
artist: 

|1.) Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? yes no Comments 



2. ) Did the teacher remain in the classroom during the presentation? y es No Comments " 

T7] To what extent do the students act out something in class? ~" 

Most of the tim e Half of the time Hardly any 

Comments 

4. ) Did groups act out something in class? y es n o Comments 



TT) To what extent did solo performances take precedence in class? 3 X 3 2 l(Not at all) 
Comments 

6. ) Do students use their own ideas as subjects of their dramas or scenes? y es n o 
Comments 

7. ) Do students create their own plays? yes no Comments 



3.) Do students create plays based on their own experiences? y es n o Comments 
9. ) Do students create plays based on literary sources? yes no Comments 



10. ) To what extent is the class related to the on-going curriculum? A great deal 5 4 Z 2 1 No-i 
Into what areas of the curriculum was the AIS Program integrated? 



For eacii area, * ease comment on the degree of integration: 
II. J Was the class well organized? yes no Comments 



1 13.) Generally speaking, rate the class: Excellent Good Fair Poor Comments 



Contcoent on the class you observed, based on items listed in the definition above or any other: 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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PR03RAM AREA EVALUATION: Theatre 

Presentation 



_Gradei involved Observer 



PERFORMANCE: 

performance appropriate to the age of the audience? „jres no Comments 




txtent did the performers relate with the audience during the shov? 
Jo a great degree 5^3 21 Not at all 



^i*t txtent did the audience pay attention to the artists during the performance? 
i a great degree 5 ^ 3 2 1 Not at ail * 

^ iV4|!t^txtent did the audience appear to empathize with the performers? (NOTE: This question 
*H«!l*£feo the degree of identification exhibited by the audience in terms of laughter, crying,- 

'2t£lj| jjtrks of head to see something, rising to see better, calling out to an actor to "stop" 
-a" 4p£ Which is dangerous, such as Sncft White biting the poison apple, etc.) 
/ a great degree 5 ^ 3* 2 l Not at all 

'^fc*r__ 



o« VnajMJxtent does the performance demonstrate an exeunple of high quality theatre? (This will 
tfilue Judgement by yc the observer J * - 

, plJPo a great degree k 3 2 1 Not at all 
otttsftlHi 

v?TEi JHE PERFORMANCE: 

i 

"*ito What areas of the regular curriculum was the performance integrated? 



or -f%ch area, fclease comment on the degree of integration: 



u V i*t extent are in-class workshops given before/after the performance" ~" 
^f«r-t: All Classes Some Classes No Classes An All-Audience Workshop 

fter: All Classes Seme Classes No Classes An All-Audience Workshop 

•o JMtfctra of the r^^ular cast and ere* conduct workshops? yes no If ,y*s , state how 

r *ftV I f no, explain 



w!i«t extent do in-class workshops appear to give students a greater understanding of the 
_^rf5*ttaace or theatre as an art? 

J — ^To a Great Degree 5 k 3 2 l Not at all 



vhat txtent are workshops taught well by artists: 
^MUBZkTXQV: Very Well Organized 5 h 3 2 1 Not at all organized 

'ttlA'SMBT OF CLASS: Very Well Managed 5 U 3 2 1 Not managed well at all 

^14 tbty teach about theatre? yes no 

"Jtlty teach about the subject of the play? yes no 



-irr#ikw points: 



wld "«ht teacher receive study guides 1 month prior to performance? yes no 



t 



v**gt txtent were the study guides used by teachers prior to the performance? (NOTE: You will 

^tti to ask teachers about their use of the study guides and then make a perceptive Judgement 

u«i*f these percentages: About 25*-- -About 50<— About 75Jf--Aboi4t 100%) 
* * mm 



I KIC • 



So * 



^4 ; Ip^l^ 




m«m «u «JEST GflPJ AVAILABLE 



Poet Name 



Grade observed Observer 



£$£fft artist use ( yes no), define ( y es no), and exemplify ( y *s no) various 

aotkjta teras? Comments . _ _ 

~ 1 — 

,:tthe arti3t explain ( y es n o), exemplify ( y es n o) and demonstrate ( y es n oT 
various types of poetry? Comments __ 2 



"Joe-, the artist clarify the heightened, focused, and intensified, purposefully emotional, and 
vdOi'ivt use of language as the main characteristic of poetic language in contrast with every- 
llJT language? y es n o Comments ^ 



>*>e« the artist permit students to write poetry during his/her sessions? yes n o 

'<*rtenta b 

Doti the artist aim the presentation at stimulating student production? yes no Comments 



3oer the artist help students understand that in most pcems there is a base of "paraphrasable 
-Ofctent 11 upon which the emotive, tonal, and intentional meanings are built? y es n o 

cmamt* 

How the artist help students recognize in their own experiences the emotional core from which 
Unaffable experiences lead to artistic expression? yes n o Comments ^ 



7 H>er the teacher remain with the students and participate in the poets in the schools experience 
y tl n o Comments 

K*# ««««««« tttttttttttttttttt««ttttttttft« «##«*«««««««««««««««#««« «««««*« ««##* 

the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? yes n o Comments <• 



rST^HyiEW POINTS: 

,4 oe« the classroom teacher reinforce the terms related to poetry and the knowledge of poetic 
forna Introduced by the poet? yes no Comments 



f> oe? the teacher follow up with opportunities for creativity based on the artist's presentation 
v ei n o Comments 

'.^Qtr, the teacher enable students to develop traditional cognitive skills during opportunities 

Tot creative expression? y es no Does the development of cognitive skills promote or 

inhibit creative expression? Comments 



n oe^ the teacner record, develop, and promote activities based on the presentation? y es t 
Josttte&ta • 



*«##¥*#«**#**««•««*««««*«*««* 
^en^al observation comments 
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APPENDIX C: Results by AIS P rogram Area 



^ 
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6q 

Architecture 

Subjects 

Of the total in-school surveys made (951) , those for archi- 
tecture (33) represent 3.47%. The numbers of respondents by category 
are: principals - 4, curriculum specialists - 4, teachers - 3, 
artists - 4, and students -18. In addition, three parents, two 
mothers and one father were surveyed via telephone. These parents 
were among those of students who were selected at random to have their 
parents surveyed. 
Implementation Evaluation 

Since the number of adult, in-school respondents is very low, 
one should use caution in interpreting the findings for this AIS area. 

Question 1 : To what extent is this AIS Program Area being inte- 
grated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ; Table Al reflects that the respondents across cate- 
gories appear to agree that art is being integrated into mathematics 
and it is not being integrated into music. For the remainder the 
curriculum areas, there is no clear indication for either direction. 

Question 2 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : ?able A2 shows that the respondents across categories 
agreed that the roles of curriculum specialists include evaluating the 

extern to which this AIS Program Area^has be^ri integrated into the 

> 

regular curriculum. There is agreement ^ among the principals, artists 
and thta curriculum specialists themselves H:hat they provide technical 
assistance, work wi£h others to integrate the program into the regular 
curriculum and plan ways and attempt to integrate this AIS Program ..Area 
into the regular curriculum. 
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TABLE A ~ 1 




ARTISTS-Df-THE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION 



A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Nuafcer 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program .jrea 

Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum? ,f 



AIS AREA Architecture 



Curriculum 
Areas 


PoaitioJ 


V c 

1 2. 

X » 

OS 


To a graat extant 


IS 


ot at all 


Total 




5 


1 k 


3 


2 




X 


S,D t 




* 


w 

19 


C 




i 


If 


II 




Art 


? 




2 








2 


50 








k.00 


1.16 




m 




2 


50 


2 


50 


- 










h.50 


.58 




T 




2 


100 




- 


- 


- 


i 




k.00 


.00 






A 








1 




2 






i _ 


3.33 


.58 




, - 

Music 


P 








1 


25 


1 


. 25 




2 


50 


2.25 


1.50 




cs 










™ 


1 


33 


i 


2 


67 


1.6 • 


1.16 




T 




















1 


100 


1.00 


.00 




A 
















1 1 33 


2 t 67 


















1 


25 


2 


50 


1 


25 


- ! - 


3.00 


.82 




Language 


CS 








2 


67 


1 


33 










3.67 


.«5fl 




T 








1 


50 


1 


50 










1*50. 


' .71 






A 




1 


33 


1 


33 






J— 


-22- 






3.67 


1.53 




Mat hematic 


P 




1 


25 


2 


50 


1 


25 










U.OC 


.82 




CS 






50 


1 


25 


1 












U.25 


^6l 




1 

T 




2. 


100 


















5.00 


.00 




A 




.2 


67 


• T 


33 














U.67 


.58 




Natural 
Scienpes 


■ P 






1 


25 


3 


75 










3.25 


.50 




CS . 




1 


25 | 2 


50 


1 


25 










k.oZ 


.82 




T 








3 


100 












k.00 


.00 






A 




1 


33 


? 


67 








J 






U.33 


.58 




Social 
Sciences 


P 








I 3 


75 


1 


25 










MS 


.50 




CS 




2 


50 


1 


25 










1 


25 


3-75 


1.89 




T 












2 


100 










3-00 


.00 




A 




1 


33 • 


1 


33 


]_ 


1 


1 


33 






3.67 


1.53 
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TABLE A2 

Artists-ia~the-3chools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Sumber 2: "What are Your Roles anc "aat are the Roles of 
the Following Personnel in Intatrating this AIS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 

i 



AIS Area Arc hit cture 



Roles 


| Position 


i ? Jicipal 


1 j 

Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists 

i 1 


, iHespon. 


! i 

t 


; % of 
Respon. 


N i % of ,S 
Rests on:. 


X of N 
Respon . 


< 0 

- 3SP 


Provides technical 
assistance 


? 


I 1 

- I - 

i 
1 


1 i 
2 1 50 

1 


— i r~ 

1 ■ | 25 || - 




1 


25 


CS 


2 


50 


1 k 


100 


3 1 75 


1 

1 


25 


3 


75 


T ! 


1 


33 


t 

' 1 


33 


2 1 67 






3 


100 


A 


1 


33 


2 


67 


2 ! 67 


L i 


33 


3 


100 


^jprks vith others 
^Pl integrate pro- 
gram into 
regular curri- 
culum* 


P 


2 


50 


i 

3 


75 


2 


50 


1 


25 






CS 


2 


50 


3 


75 


l» 


100 






2 


50 


T 


1 


33 


1 


33 


2 


67 






2 


67 


A 


1 


33 


3 


100 


1 


67 










Evaluates the 
extent to vhlch 
the AJ r program 
area *s been 

inte /ated into 
the *gular 
curriculum 


P 


3 


75 


a 


100 


h 


100 J 






_ 




CS 


3 
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There seems to be agreement that the teachers, also, fulfill 
these roles except that only one principal indicated that he/she 
though - the teachers provide technical assistance- There was agreement 
that the students did not serve in any of these roles. 

Question, 3 ; ^To what extent are the operations involved in de- 
livering this AIS Program Area efficient? 

Findings: Table A3 indicates that there is agreement among the 
respondents for the most part, that there was efficiency when the artists 
moved in and out of the school, the schools had the performance areas 
ready, and student discipline by the school personnel was efficient. 

Question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
delivering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings ; Table aU reflects that the respondents agreed, for 
the most part, that the principals observe the student:- ' work that 
results from this ^ZS Program Area. The respondents agreed that the V 
curriculum specialists observe the artist at work, observe the students » 
working with the artists, and observe the students work that results 
from this AIS Program Area. Agreement among the respondents was fairly 
high as far as the roles of the teachers were concerned, that is, 
teachers provide technical assistance, participate in the program as well 
as observing the artist at v y ork, the student working with the artists, 
and the students 1 resultant works. 

As might be expected there as agreement among the adult respon- 
dents that the students participate in this program, observe the 
artist at work, and do not provide technical assistance . 
Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To vnat extent are the objectives explicated for 
this AIS Program Area being met? 

8G 



73 



9 

ERIC 



Findings; No data v^re collected for this question. 

Questior 2; To what extent does this AIS Program Area give 
students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Find- ngs : Results are included under Question 5. 

Question 3 : Are the architecture presentations appropriate for 
the ages of the students- involved? 

Findings ; No date, were collected for this question for this 
program. 

Question 4 ; Are there changes in the student's attitudes toward 
self , school, and this AIS Program Area after this AIS presentation? 

Findings ; Comparisons of total scale results — posttest with 
pretest, delayed posttest with pretest, and delayed posttest with 
posttest — Indicate that there were minor positive shifts in the stu- 
dent's attitudes toward themselves, school and architecture. However, 
none of these were statistically significant at or below the ,05 level 
of significance. Tables 7A, 7B and 7C reflect the total scale results. 
Tables A5, A$ and A? S how comparisons of results by scale items. 

Question 5 * What are the opinions of principals, curriculum 
specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS 
Program Area? 

Findings ; Table A8 shows the results of the opinions of the 

principals, curriculum specialists, teachers and artists on various 
aspects of this AIS Program Area 

There is a high level of agreement among the respondents about 
these aspects. Attention is directed to the artists' opinion on the 
degree to which this AIS area i:as affected the general community. A low 
degree was indicated. 
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fc-BLE 

Artista-in-the-Schoola Program' Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 
number 3: "To What Extant ia Thla AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently? " 

AIS Area: Architecture 
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Key: P - Principal 

• CS - Curriculum Specialist 
T - Teacher 
A - Artist 
0 - Observer 
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ARTISTS- IN-THB-8CH00LS EVAUJATION 
A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions oa the Progress of the Program 



AI8 Program Area Architecture 
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9.) Has AIS affected the students 
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ill.) Has AIS affected the arts program? 
(A great deal - Not at all) 
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15.) T© what extent are attempts being 
Mde to provide the students 
with similar experiences as 
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16. ) To what extent do products 
result from AIS? 
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Additional Findings 

Table A9 reflects the responses to questions asked concerning traih- 
ing and background in AIS. ' 

There is agreement among the respondents that an in&ervice education 
prpgram in the integration of this AIS Program into the regular 
curriculum would benefit themselves and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the parents 1 
surveys. 
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ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

Responses to Questions Concerning Trailing and Background 
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Dance 

Subjects ^ 

Of the total in-school surveys made (^51) , those for dance (77) 
represent 3%. The numbers of respondents by category are: principals- 
9, curriculum specialists - 12, teachers - 13 , arti3ts - 4, and 
students -.39. In addition, 6 parents, 4 mothers and 2 fathers were 
surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students 
surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed. 

Process Evaluation 

Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1 ; To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in- 
tegrated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings: A majority of the*" respondents across categories 
indicated that they thought dance was being integrated into art and 
music (see Table Dl ) . There is no clear agreement on the remaining 
curricula areas. 

Question 2 : What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : Tattle D2 reflects that there is, agreement among the 
respondents i that the curriculum specialists work with others to in- 
tegrate the programs into the regular curriculum. The curriculum 
specialists, the teachers and the artists indicated that the first named 
provides technical assistance. The curriculum specialists and the 
artists agree that the former evaluates the extent to which the program 
has been integrated and plans ways and attempts to integrate the 
program into the regular curriculum. 
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TABL E Dl 

ARTISTS-IN-THE-$CHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION 



A Comparison by Position of Respondeat of Responses to the Question: 

Bumber 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Area 

Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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'' TABLE D2 

r 

Artis$s-in-the~Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Number 2; "What ate Your Roles and What are the Roles of 
the Following' Personnel in Int at rating this AIS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum? ,f 
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There is not clear agreement on the roles of the other respon- 
dents „ 

Question 3; To what extent are the operations involved in de- 
livering this MS Program Area efficient? 

Findings? There is strong agreement among the respondents that 
this AIS Program Area is being delivered efficiently (see Table D3 ) • 

Question 4 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
delivering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings : Table ^ shows , based on the low percentages , that 
the principals do not participate in this program. There is no clear 
agreement on other roles of the principals. 

There seems to be agreement that the curriculum specialists ob- 
serve the students working with the artists. There is no clear agree- 
ment on other roles of the curriculum specialists. 

There appears to be agreement that the teachers and students 
participate in the program, observe the artist at work, observe *he 
students working with the artists, and observe the students 1 work that 
resul^p^from this AIS Program Area. 

The artists are perceived by many curriculum specialists, teachers 
and themselves as participating^ in the program, it is interesting to 
note that only one of nine principals indicated that the artists par- 
ticipate in the program. 
Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent are the objectives explicated for 
the AIS Program being met? . 

Findings: The results shown on Table D5 indicate that the 
objectives are perceived as being met % except for objective Addressing 
encouragement of students to further pursue their interest in dance. 
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TABLE D3 

Artist s-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 
llumber 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Procram Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" 
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Key: P - Principal 

CS - Curriculum Specialist 
T - Teacher 
A - Artist 
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TABLE D** 



Artists-in-the-8chools Program Evaluation 
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

number h; "What Are Your Roles end What are the 
Roles of the Following Personnel in the 
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Progrsm?" 
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Curr. Spec. 


Teachers 


Students 


Artists 


mm 

a 


% of 
Respon. 


a 


% of 
Respon, 


5 


» of 
Respon, 


n 


9 Of 

Respon. 


a 


p or 
Respon, 


Provides technical 
assistance. 


p 


3 


33 


U 


ItU 


U 


UU 






1 


11 


cs 


6 


50 


10 


83, 


U 


33 


1 


8 


U 


33 


T 


U 


31 


9 


69 


u 


31 






5 


38 


A 






2 


50 


1 


25 




Ml 


2 


50 


Participates in 
program. 

e 


P 


1 


11 


It 


UU 


u 


UU 


k 


UU 


1 


11 


CS 


2 


IT 


■5 
J 




7 


58 


8 


67 


5 

✓ 


U2 


T 


1 


8 


6 


It6 


11 


85 


13 


100 


7 


5U 


A 


1 


25 


3 


75 


3 


75 


3 


75 


3 


75 


Observes the artist 
at work. 


P 


■J 




u 


uu 


6 


67 


3 


33 






CS 


o 


75 


10 


83 


9 


75 


9 


75 


1 


8 


T 


6 


It6 


8 


62 


12 1 


92 


12 


92 


2 


15 


A 


2 


50 


3 


75 


3 


75 


3 


75 


•l 


25 


Observes the 0 students 
vorking vith the 
artists. 


P 


1 


ii 


5 


56 


5 


56 


U 


UU 


1 


11 


CS 


5 


It2 


8 


67 


8 


67 


6 


50 


U 


33 


T 


U 


31 


9 


69 


13 


100 


6 


U6 


3 


23 


A 


2 


50 


3 


75 


3 


75 


1 


25 


1 


25 


Observes the stu- 
dents work that re- 
sults from this 
AIS Program Area. 


P 


2 


22 


5 


56 


5 


56 


U 


UU 


2 


22 


CS 


7 


58 


9 


75 


9 


75 


6 




? 


25 


T 


3 


23 




38 


10 


77 


6 


U6 


u 


31 


A 


1 


25 


3 


75 


3 


75 


3 


75 


1 


25 
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TABLE 05 

10 Schools 


YES 


NO 




N 


% 


N 


% 


HI ' 

l.n*u the presentation appropriate to the jge of the class? 


9 


90 


1 


10 


2. Ware the students provided with opportunities to see live professional danoe 
pet 1 focpaocefl ? 


10 


100 


- 


- 


3* Were in-class workshops provided by professional dancers and geared to assist 
the students gain greater understanding of the professional dancers 1 work? 1 


7 


70 


2 


20 


4. Were students provided with opportunities to carmunicate with professional 
dancars in an attaqpt to assist the students in beginning to appreciate the 
knowledoe » techniaues and ^l^^i^ipllrw inherent in dance? 2 


8 


80 






5. Were the students provided with opportuni cites to relate danoe to other move- 


10 


10C 






6. Uin tha efaidenfca orovided wfcih ODDorbmititefl to danoe and exctress themselves 
through movement? 


10 


100 


- 




7. tfes dance related to the on-going curriculun? 


10 


100 






8. Were the students encouraged to further pursue the: - interest in dance? 

by the artists? 
by the teacher 
by both 


4 


40 
- 


- 
6 


60 


~9^^ere the students provided with opportunities to become familiar with specific 
dance forms, ballet, modern, jazz, folk, in an attanpt to assist them in 
idstinguishing the various dance forms? 


10 


100 






10. Did the students seem to develop greater awareness and appreciation of dance 
as an art form? 


10 


100 


- 


- 


it 












• 
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This is a difficult objective to consider on a one-visit only basis. 
One wc ild have to have repeated measures to land credence to its 
assessment. 

Question 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give 
students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Findings : These findings are included with those presented for 
Question 5. 

Question 3: Are the dance AIS Program Area presentations 
appropriate for the ages of the students involved? 

Findings ; Data indicate that the presentations for this AIS 

area were appropriate for the ages of the students. 

Question 4 ; Are there changes in the students 1 attitudes toward 
self, school, and this AIS Program Area after the AIS presentation? 

Findings : Table 7A, B and C in the basic text of this report 
show results from the student attitude scales. 

Comparisons of total scale results on Table 7A indicate that there 
were no statistically significant, at or below the .05 level , mean 
shifts relative to the; concept "Myself". For the concept "School and 
Me", there was one positive shift. The mean scale score on the 
posttest was higher than on the pretest. For the concept "Dance and 
Me" there was, also, one positive mean shift; thf» delayed post mean was 
higher than the post mean. 

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Dance and Me" 
than they were for the other two concepts. 

Table D6, D7 and D8 show comparisons of results by scale items. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table 29 
shows that, when students were asked to describe what they had just 
seen or done, the most frequently used words were funny, fun ana crazy. 
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TABLE 

ARTISTS- IH-THE-8CH00L3^0GRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AIS Are a Qance ^ 
Scale Concept Myeelf 



Adjective 
Pairs 



Happy - Sad ' 



Quiet - Loud 



Post 



TOTAL 



»4.0> .76 



3.28 



8.D 



Pre 



3.5 1 * 



.86 



3.51 



8.0. 



.68 



.79 



SE 



15 



18 



d.f t. 



>. 



38 



38 



3M 



1.27.2 



Decayed TOTAL 



e 

.0|2 
13.65 



3.52 .85 



8.D. 



.71 



Pre 



3.61 



3.61 



8.D. 



.78 



.8U 



SE 



a.f 



.21 



23 



22 



22 



t. 



20 



38 



8U 



layedTOTAk 



"BR 



3.65 



.70 



3.52 



8.D 



.71 



Post 



3.91 



85 



22 



8.D. 



ISE 



i.f. 



.79 



.95 



.21 



22 



,20 



22 



L.2U 



.23 



L.50 



.15 



Good - Dad 



Past - Slow 



Nice - Awful 



Big - Small 



Kind - Cruel 



Strong - Weak 



Pair - Unfair 



ligh - Low 



Like - Dislike 



rEMC 1 1 3 



3.87 



.6c 



3.69 



.69 



17 



38 



1.C4 



3.65 



.65 



3.78 



.80 



17 



22 



■ 77 



«»5 



3.65 



65 



3.7 1 * 



1.01 



.21 



22 



.U0 



30 



.69 



3.69 



■ 73 



3.59 



.68 



I4.26 



• 75 



U.28 



.69 



3.28 



.86 



3.18 .97 



I4.O5 



.69 



I4.10 



3.67 



.81* 



3.77 



3.90 



1.00 



3.95 



3.5U 



.97 



3.26 



3.85 



.93 3.951 



3/13 1.03 

•Stlit 1st 



3M 
cally 



• 75 



.81 



■ 79 



.86 



.89 



.88 
si^n 



fl3 



38 



•'78 



3.52 



.59 



3.65 



.65 



.16 



22 



83 



1*2 



3.52 



.10 



38 



.26 



.80 



3.96 



.71 



M5 



,65 



.16 



22 ; f ,Uo 



« 

.03 



3.96 



16 



38 



61i 



.52 



3. 1*2 



• 99 



.10 



38 



.53 



.60 



14.26 



3.143 



14.17 



.95 



18 



22 !2 1 



.00 



3.1*3 



,89 



,19 



22 ' 



1*6 



,65 



14,26 



.16 



38 



,63 



.53 



3.87 



.76 



3.96 



,68 



,22 



22 



1*0 



.69 



3,87 



16 



38 



31 



76 



U .22 



.60 



I4.O9 



.85 



20 



?2 



65 



.53 



14.22 



1« 



38 



l.lM 



.1 



3. 7 l4 



;8i . 



3.17 



,914 



,26 



22 1,19 



,0k 



3.7 1 * 



59 



3.70 



.70 1.19 



22 



,9»4 



.36 



71 



17 



.83 1.23 



22 



,96 



99 



3.35 



.98 H.2I4 



22 



,36 



.35 



.72 



.1*5 



l4,Ql4 



.71 1,17 



.76 



3,61 



,9»* I .21 



.60 



3,96 



.98 1,22 



,81' 



3, k3 



,8U 1,17 



.13 



38 



.81 



142 



3.96 



.77 



I4.09 



1.08 



.25 



22 



53 



.60 



3.96 



2] 



38 L 



f ic ant 



.ft .1»4 2.143 
at < r b< J.ow tlie 



,73 
.051 



3.52 
leve: 



.90 



.21 



22 



.142 



.68 



3. ^3 



.77 



3.78 



I.0I4 I .27 



,73 



3.00 



1.00 



.28 
1 



22 



1.3L ,20 



22 



1,24 ,23 



22 ] 



22 



,19 



1,73 



,25 



22 



.6)4 



S2 

4 



1.5! 



.53 
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TABLE 

AHTI8TS-IH-THE-8CH00IWR00RAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AIS Area Danced 



Scale Concept School and Me 



Adjective 
Pairs 


to 

Post 


AX 

Pre 


8E 




t. 


>. j 


lltelayed TOT 


AI. ^ 
Pre 




i.f. 


t. 


p. 


DeJ a^edTOT/ 


Post 




i.f. 


t. 


P- 


X 


8.D 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


SE 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


]SE 


Happy - Sad 


k.QO 


.83 


3.5U 


.85 


a: 


38 


3.5 


)01 


b.78 


.85 


3.70 


.92 


,18 


22 \ 


,»»9 


.63 


3,78 


.85 


3,87 


.97 


,22 


22 




,67 


Quiet - Loud 


3.59 


.97 


3.1»6 


.79 


.r 


:a 


.78 


M 


3.39 


.72 


3.7U 


.81 


.18 


22 : 


• 89 


• 07 


3.39 


.72 


3.65 


• 9 L 


.20 


22 




PI 


Good - Bad 


3.79 


.86 


3.79 


.80 


.15 


38 


.00 


i.( 


33.65 


.83 


3.91 


.90 


2l» 


22 


l.K 


1.28 


3.65 


> 

.83 


3.87 


.87 


-21 


22 


.0l» 


.31 


Past - Slow 


3.67 


• 77 


3A6 


.72 




38 


1.6 


r.ic 


3.70 


• 77 


3.61 


.78 


,2k 


22 , 


37 


71 


3.70 


.77 


3.70 


.82 


.23 


>2 


0 


1.00 


Nice - Awful 


U.05 


.83 


U.15 


.71 


• 1» 


38 


.73 




L.09 


.67 


U.17 


.78 


15 


22 


.57 


.58 


M9 


.67 


♦ ,0U 


,71 


.17 


22 


.25 


,80 


Biff - Smal 1 


3.U6 


1.17 


3.31 


.89 


.1! 


3S 


1.0 


S.3C 


3M 


.90 


3.U8 


.99 


19 


22 , 


22 


.82 


3.U3 


.90 




31.16 


.28 


22 


16 


flfl 

1 uu 


Kin*! - Prim 1 


U.05 


.79 | 


l» 03 


.78 






27 


7C 
t 1 J 


U,22 


.52 


u.oii 


.93 




00 


op 


Li 


4,22 


,52 


li,09 


,85 


,18 


22 


,72 






3,69 


.77 


3.6? 


.78 


.i: 


38 


.57 


,51 


3.87 


.69 


3.78 


.85 


'c.2 


22 , 


L0 


.69 


3,87 


,S9 


3,7»» 


.75 


.18 


22 


.72 


,1*8 


Pair - Unfair 


l».00 


,89 


3.6U 


1.01 


a< 


38 


1.90 


.67 


U.30 


.56 


3.83 


1.03 


2l» 


22 


1.9' 


,o< 
— »- 


U.30 


.36 


3,96 


.83 j 


,20 

F 


22 


L,78 


.09 




High - Low 


3.U9 


.91 


3.33 


.90 


.2 


.38 


.75 


,U6 


3,78 


.90 


3,30 


.97 


,22 


22 


2,2: 


,o» 


3.78 


,90 


3.35 


,9 L 


u27 


22 


L.6U 


.12 


Like - Dislike 


3.85 


.90 


3.79 


X7 


.13 


3d 


0.3S 


.70 


3.83 


,9U 


3.87 


1.10 


.28 


22 


.16 


,88 


3,83 


,9»» 


3,91 


1.Q0 


.25 


22 


r 

.35 


,73 




3.36 
•Sta 


.90 


3.18 
illy. 


.81» 


iiJ 


38 


0.9' 
■t.QJ 


.36 


3. 61 

OV ttl 


.89 
6 .05 


3.0U 
evel 


• 98 


.27 


22 i 


!.13 


* 

.05 


3.61 


.89 


3.11 


1.03 


.31 


22 j 

1Q 


1M 


.17 

■o 
*- 



TABLE 

ARTI8TS-IN--T11E-SCH00L9WR0QRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AXS Are a Panel 



Scale Concept 



Dance and Ne 



Adjective 
Pairs 


TO* 

Post 


KL 

Pre 




d.f 


t. 






Pre 


SE 


i.f. 


t. 


P- 


Ogla^edTOT/ 


^ Post 


SE 


a.f. 


t. 


P- 


X 


S.D 


X 


1 S.D. 


SE 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


Happy - Sad 


*.1*9 


.68 


l».28 


.83 


.1£ 
2' 


38 
38 


1.6 




b U.5 


1 .59 


l».l»8 


,85 


20 


22 , 


21 


83 


*.52 


.59 




,73 


,19 


22 


1*6 


.65 


Quiet - Loud 


3.36 


1.09 


3.56 


1.10 


.83 


.1*] 


3.65 


1.19 


3.57 


1.27 


29 


22 , 


30 


77 


3.65 


1.19 


3.U8 


1.16 


.31 


22 


.57 


.58 


Good - Bad 


1* .05 


.79 


3.97 


.78 


.12 


38 


.57 


.5' 


1*.26 


.69 


I4.13 


.76 


18 


22 . 


72 


M 


^.26 


.69 


5.96 


.88 


.22 


22 




.18 


Past - Slow 


3.67 


• 90 


3.59 


.82 


.11 


38 


.55 


• 5< 


3.70 


.88 


3.7 1 * 


.92 


27 


22 


.16 


,87 


3.70 


.88 


J. 70 


.88 


.25 


22 


.00 


1.00 


Rice - Awful 


U.18 


.85 


I4.18 


.82 


.11 


38 


.0 


L.OC 




.59 


U.26 


.81 


21 


22 


.85 


.1*1 


*.1*3 


,59 


i.£2 


J* 


1 * ^ 


22 


,16 




Bin - Small 


3.33 


1.16 


3.28 


.83 


.1( 


38 


.29 


78 


3.70 


.88 


3.1*8 


.79 


22 


22 ] 


,PU 


,33 


3.70 


.88 


3.13 


1.25 


.30 


22 


1,8( 


,07 


Ainu i/ruci 


U.15 


.63 


It. 26 


.60 


.1: 


38 


• 9 1 * 


.35 


U. 39 


.66 


U.39 


.66 


11* 


22 . 


0 


1,0C 


1».39 


,66 


1*.22 


,60 


,16 


22 


1.0' 


.30 


St r on ir - Weak 


3.6U 


.81 


3.67 


• 77 


.1: 


38 


,23 


,8£ 


l».0l» 


.83 


3.78 


.90 


27 


22 


.97 


.31* 


i*.oi* 


.83 


3.65 


.91* 


,27 


22 


1,1.1 

,20 


.17 


Fair - Unfair 


1».15 


.71 


3,97 


.81* 


.1( 


3. 




,21 


1*.30 


.93 


M7 


.78 


23 


22 


,57 


.58 


1»,3Q 


.93 


1»,26 


,62 


.21 


22 


,81* 


High - Low 


3.52 


.9U 


3.36 


.90 


.15 


1 3f 


.81 


.!»£ 


3.57 


,95 


3.39 


,99 


25 


22 


,70 


.1*9 


3,57 


.95 


3,57 


.81* 


.21* 


22 


.0 


1,00 


Like - Dislike 


U.03 


.90 


1*. 00 


.76 


.11 


i 3£ 


.16 


,87 


1»,17 


.72 


4,00 


.91 


16 


22 


1,0' 


,3d 


U.17 


,72 


U,17 


,83 

■ ■ 


& 


22 


.0 


1,00 
— «~ 
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3.21 
•Stat 


l.i: 
istic 


3.1*3 
Mly , 


.88 
ignif 


.11 


3£ 
utf 


1.30 
at 0 


.20 
p be 


3.91 

taw ti 


.90 
ie .05 


3.1»3 
Level 


.95 

• 


23 


22 


2.12 


w ■ 

•oa 3.91 


.90 


3.17 


1.23 


.32 
1 


22 

.8 


?.3l* 


.03 
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Of the 65 students interviewed, 24 or 52% indicated that they knew the 
dance AIS Program was going to be in their school that day. Of those 
who • isponded to the attitude items, 43 or 88% indicated positive woiJs 
when asked how did what they just saw or did make them feel about 
themselves, 37 or 93% indicated positive words when asked how did what 
you just saw or did make you feel about school, 42 or 95% indicatad 
positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did make them 
feel about dance. 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals, curriculum 
specialists teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program? 

Findings ; Table D10 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondent* groups on several aspects of this AIS Program Area. 

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about 
the dance AIS Program, that they feel "very good" or "good" about 
themselves as a result of it, that the dance AIS Program has affected 
their attitude toward schools, that funding has been "very satisfactory" 
or "satisfactory", that the dance AIS Program has affected the students 
arts achievement, that it has affected the school community, that it 

i 

has affected the basic educational and the arts programs, that products 
result from the program, that the proudcts are ulted, circulated and/or 
observed, and that the 'overall rating of the dance AIS Program is "very 
high" or "high". 

A majority of the curriculum specialists and artist indicated 
that they were "very much" or "much" involved in this program. A majorit 
of the respondents, except the artists, indicated that materials for this 
program have beer, "readily available" or "available". A majority of 
the respondents, except the teachers , agreed that this AIS program has 
affected the students general school achievement. About 39% of the 



TABL 3 D9 
S1ULEMT INTERVIEW PAIR. 

Program Arwa Danes Nwfcer of Schools 13 



1. TELL ME ABOUT VHAT YCU JUST SAW/DID: (Oonncn wards listed) 

Funny.,. .8 Good....l Wondsrful. . . .1 

Terrible....! Great. ..,1 

Stupid.... 1 Weird. ...2 

Dunb....l Wild....l 

Crazy... .3 Nioe....l 

Ridiculous, ...1 Fun. ...3 

2. DID YOU KNOW Tfflff (thi^ jar qgrap) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? 

\ 34 y es * 

31 no f 



3. HOW DID VBAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 

POSITIVE 43 
NO DIFFEREN T 3 
NEGATIVE 3 



4. BCW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

POSITIVE 37 
NO DIFFEREN T \ 
NEGATIVE 2 



5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Dance 

POSITIVE 42 



NO DIFFEREN T - 
NEGATIVE 4 
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AI8 Progrsi Ares Dance 





- 

H/R 


Position 


> 




L 4 

* 






1 2*** 






Tot 


si 


K 




H 




as 

H 


» % 


1 N 




1 M 


' 1 


X 


'8.D. 


' 1.) Hon veil were you oriented to or 
| trained for AI8T 

(Very Well - iit at all) 

L * • -* 


2 


Principal 


ps 




- 




i 


17 


1 2 


JJ 


1 3 


50 


1.6l 


0.82 


1 


Curr. Snec, 


2 


PA 


1 


io 


i 


10 


|2 


20 


1 li 


■♦0 


2,5c 


I.65 




Teacuer 






3 


21 


a 


■ ■3 


11 


8 


1 C 








1 


Artist 




j\j 


i 


so 






I 


- 


I 




?.?3 


_U3Q 
0,71 


2* ) How do you feel about AI8T 
(Very good - Very bed) * 


2 


Principal 


5 


63 


i 


17 


- 


- 






1 «» 





It. A3 


Q.ltJ. 


1 


Curr. u^ec. 


7 


70 


2 


20 


1 


10 






1 "* 


- 


«• 60 


0.70 


3 


Teacher - 


6 
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indicated this. A majority of the curriculum specialists and teachers 
indicated that atteiapts are be.^ng made to provide the students with 
similar experiences as those provided by this AIS Program. 

The respondents agreed, ^xcept the artist, that they had no or 
very little orientation to or training for the dance AIS Program. 

Additional Findin gs 

Table Dll reflects the response tu questions concerning training 
and background in AIS. 

There was agreement among the respondents, except the artists, 
that an inservice education program in the integration of this AIS 
Program into the regular curriculum would benefit them and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the parents' 
surveys . 
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TABLE Dll 

ARTISTS- HI -TEE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

Raaponsei to Question* Concerning Training and Background 

in AIS 

AIS Program D*oee 
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Fiction Writing 



Subject* 

Of the totii in-schooi surveys made (951) , those for fiction- 
writing (58) represent 6%. The numbers of respondents by category are 
principals - 5, curriculum specialists - 5, teachers - 6, artists - 2 
and students - 40. In addition, 2 parents, 1 mother and 1 father were 
surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students 
surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed. 

Process Evaluaticn 

Implementation Evaluation 

Qua tt ion 1 : To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated 
into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : Table wii reflects that there is agreement that this AIS 
Program Area is being integrated into the language arts curriculum area. 

Question 2 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in in- 
tegrating thi s AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ; A review of Table W2 reveals that there was agreement among 
the respondents , except the artists , that the curriculum specialists work 
with others to integrate this program into the regular curriculum, evaluate 
the extent to which this program has been integrated into the regular 
curriculum, and plan ways and attempt to integrate this program into the 
regular curriculum. There was agreement among the respondents, except the 
artists, that the teachers are performing these roles plus providing 
technical assistance. 

Question 3 : To what extent are the operations involved in delivering 
this AIS Program Area efficient? 

130 ,' • 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



' TABLE ^2 

Artist s-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses -to the Question: 

Number 2: ,f What are Your Roles and What are the Rples of 
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this AIS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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Findings ; Table W3 cleariy indicates that the respondents agreed that 
the operations involved in delivering the fiction writing AIS Program 
are efficient. 

Question 4 : What are the roles' of the in-sghool respondents in de- 
j livering this AIS Program Area? * 

Findings : Table WU shows that there was agreement among the respondents 
that the teachers provide technical assistance, participate in the program, 
observe the artist at work, observe 9 the students working with the 
artists, and observe the students 9 work that results from this AIS 
Program. There was agreement that the artists participate in the program 
and observe the students 1 work that results from this AIS Program Area. 
It was agreed that students participate in the program and observe the 
^artist. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : Togtfhat extent are the objectives explicated for this 
AIS Program Area being met? 

Findings; For most of the faction writing programs visited, the 
interviewees £tnd observers indicated that most of the objectives were 
being met. The exceptions were those objectives concerned with (1) the 
writer and tt^e teacher making connections between the fiction students 
read and the stories the writer creates and (2) the writers working with 
;both teachers and students. See Table W5 

Question 2; To what extent does this AIS Program Area give students 
the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Findings : These findings are inluded with those presented for 
Question 5. 

Question 3 ; Are the fiction writing AIS presentations appropriate 
for the ages of the students involved? 
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TABLE W3 

Artiats-in-the-Sehools Program Evaluat ion 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question; 
BuBber 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" * 

AIS Area: Fiction Writing 
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. 1 RJ< 
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TABLE tfl* 



Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 
A Conparison by Position of Pespondent of Respons«s to the Question: 

Nusiber U ; "What Are Your Roles end. What are the 
Roles of the Following Personnel in the 
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Progrsa?" 

AIS Area: Fiction Writing 



Boles 




Principal 


Curr. Sp«c. 


Tssohsrs 


Students 


Artists 


I 


* of 
Respon* 


B 


* of 
Rsspon, 


S 


* of 
Rsspon, 


H 


* Of 

Respon, 


S 


* Of 
tospon, 


/Provides technical 
assistance « 

■% 


P 


1 


25 


2 


50 


3 


75 


1 


25 


3 


75 


CS 


i 

mm 




o 
c 




J 


60 


2 




o 




T 


1 


17 


3 


50 


6 


100 


1 


17 


b 


67 


A 






1 


50 


1 


50 


1 


so 






-^ars;ictpetes in 
progrssu 

♦ 

e 


P 


1 


25 


2 


50 


3 


75 


100 


). 


100 


CS 






2 


uo 


3 


60 


b 


30 


k 


80 


T . 










k 


67 


6 


100 


6 


100 


A 


tm 








2 


100 


1 


50 


1 


50 • 


Observes the artist 
at work. 


P 


2 


50 


2 


50 


k 


100 


b 


100 






CS 


1 


20 


2 


50 




80 


b 


80 


2 


bO 


T 


1 


17 






6 


100 


6 


100 






A 






•» 




2 


100 


2 


100 






Observes the students 
working with the 
artists . 


p 


2 


50 


2 


50 * 


U 


100 


1 


25 


1 


25 


CS 


1 


20 


2 




k 


80 _ 


2 


bO 


2 , 


bo 


T 


1 


17 






6 


100 i 










A 






pa 




1 


50 










Observes the stu^ 
dents work that re- 
sults froa tfc^s 
AIS Program Area, 

M 


P 


2 


50 


3 


75 


b 


100 


2 


50 


3 


75 


CS 


1 


20 


2 


ho 


b 


80 


2 


U0 


2 


60 


m 


2 * 


33 


1 


17 


6 


100 


2 


33 


5 


83 


A 










2 


ioo ! 


2 


100 


2 


100 



|< £sy: P - Priacipal/CS - Curri.oj.ua Specialist /T - Teacher/ A - Artist 



fcERIC 



i35 



I INDIVIDUAL PRX2&M AREA EVALUATION: Fiction Writing 
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[ TABLE W5 

f 8 ScUools 





YES 


NO 




N 


% 


N 


% 


1. Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? 


8 


100 






2* Do the presentations 
activities 

assignments exoees the usual classroom progran? 


CO GO CO 


100 
100 
100 


— 


- 


3* Do the students write either daring the artists session 
ham or her? 


8 
5 


100 
63 


1 


13 


4. Do the students present imagivative 

creative 

non-discursive ideas in their writing? 


5 
5 
4 


63 


_ 




5. Dees tiie writer stress the contribution of knowledge to creative imagination? 

9 


5 


75 


1 


"13 


6. Dogs the writer reward evidences of cognitive background in students creations! 


6 


75 






7. Does the teacher remain with the group 

and participate in the classroom sessions? 


6 


7 j 
•» 


2 
7 


80 


JS^^IWA POINTS: 

based on the writer's presentations 


7 


88 


1 


13 


2, Dom *hf> twrt»r Utilize ^ ^11^ f*1 irwighfcs frrm the writer's class? 


7 


88 


— 


- 


3. Does the writer 

and the teacher make oonnectiens between the fiction students read 
and the stories the writer creates? 


3 
2 


38 
25 


3 
4 


38 
50 


4. Does the teacher attenpt to apply insights from the writer's presentations in 
later literature classes? 


7 


88 


2 


25 


5. Do the writers work with both teachers .* i students? 


3 


38 

1 


4 

1 


50 


• 
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Findings: Table W6 indicates that the presentations were appropriate 
for the ages of the students involved. 

Question 4 : Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward self, 
school and this AIS Program Are after the AIS presentation? 

Findings ; Tables 7A, B and C in the basic text of this report show 
results from the student attitudes scales. Data for this AIS Program Area 
was collected only pre and post. 

Comparison of total scale results for the concepts "Myself (Table 7A) 
-School and Me" (Table 7B) and "Fiction Writing and Me" (Table 7C) 
indicate no statistically significant, at or below the 05 level, mean 
shift in attitudes. 

Tables W7 t W8 and W9 show results by scale itemfc. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table shows 
that, when the students were asked to describe what they had just seen 
or done, the most frequently used words were interesting and like. 

All of the 35 students who responded to the question about whether 
they knew the program was going to be in their school that day indicated 
that they did know.. 

Of those who responded to the attitude items, 13 or 54% indicated 
positive words when asked how did what tney just saw or did make them 
feel about themselves, 12 or 80% indicated positive words relative to 
school, and 13 or 68% indicated positive words relative to fiction writing. 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals, curriculum special- 
ists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program Area? 

Findings : Table wio reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondent groups on several aspects of this AIS Program Area. 

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about 
this AIS program, very good or good about themselves as a result of this 
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1 TABLE V6 
STUEENT IOTERVnW DKEA 



112 



Program Area 



Fictacnwriting 



Ntnt&r of Schools 



7 




1. TELL m ABOUT WAT YOU JUST SJW/tHD: (Comcn words Listed) 



Interesting. • • • 2 
Like. . ..2 
Good.. ..1 
boring. • • • 1 
Different. ...1 



2. DID YOU KNOW THAT (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCTOGo TODAY? 

35 Yes 



3. BOW DID VCKT YOU JUST SMJ/DID MAKE YOU 5TEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 

pofrnvE 13 c 

NO DIFFERENT 9 



4. SOW DID VEKT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

POSITIVE 12 
NO OOTEBBI T 1 
NEGATIVE 2 

5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Ficfcionwriting ? 




NEGATIVE 



2 



POSITIVE 



13 



NO DIFFERENT 



NEGATIVE 



6 




ERIC 
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TABLE 

ARTI8T8-I1I-THE-8CHOOL£5WOGRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Itea Results 



AI8 Area Flctlor^Pltlng 



Scale Concept Myself 



Adjective 

rairs j 


TO" 

Post 


AL 

Pre 




d.l 


t. 


>. 


Delved TOT 


1 

AL 

Pre 


SE 


i.r. 


t. 


p. 


^lapdTOT/ 


L Pout 




a.f. 


t. 

• 


P- 


X 


S.D 


X 


S.D. 


an 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


SE 


Happy - Sad 


3.83 


.1*1 


i.n 


..1*1 


•17 


5 


1.5* 


.18 


































Quiet - Loud 


3.50 


M 


3.50 


.81* 




5 


.0 ] 


.00 


































Good - Bad 


3.67 


.82 


3.83 


• 75 


.31 


5 


1.<X 


1.36 


































Past - Slow 


3.50 


•55 


3.17 


.75 


.31 


5 


.79 


M 





































Mice - Awful 


U.OC 




U.00 


.63 


.2i 


5 


-.0 : 


..oc 

































Big - Small 


3.11 


.Ul 


3.17 


.1*1 


• 1 1 


C 
D 


• U 








- 






















- 





Kind - Cruel 


3.61 


.52 


3.50 


.55 


.22 


5 


L.00 


.3c 

































Strong - Weak 


3.3: 


,52 


3.83 


.1*1 


.1' 


5 




t 





























— 







Fair - Unfair 


3.8: 


.Ul 


1».00 


.0 


.0 


5 


1,00 


.3f 












"' • m 






















High - Low 


3.1' 


.1*1 


3.17 


.1*1 


.1' 


' 5 


.0 


1.0C 


































Like - Dislike 


3.5< 


.55 


3.67 


.52 


.2: 


5 


1.00 


.3( 


































*ER|c <M I39 


3.0( 
•fiti 


.63 


3.00 


1.10 


M 


5 


.0 


L.0C 




























L4( 




H 
H 









TABLE 

ARTISTS- IK-THK-8CH00L8 WXIRAM EVALUATION 
8tudent Attitude Data 
Comparison of Itea Results 



AIS Area Fiction^ftting 



Scale Concept School and Me 



Adjective 
Pairs 


TO* 

Poet 


to 

Pre 




d.f 


t. 




De^red TOlj 


AL 

Pre 


SB 


a.f. 


t. 


p- 


Dpla^edTOT/ 


... „ , 

L Post 


— . 


a.f. 


t. 


P. 


X 


8.D 


X 


8.D. 


8B 


»• 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D, 


X 


8.D. 


X 


8.0. 


SE 


IftDDY - 8ad 


u.o 


) .63 


3.50 


.55 


.2 
.3 


l 5 


2.2> 


.0 


I 
































... .. 

Quiet - Loud 


3.6 


r .82 


3.33 


.82 


3 5 


1.5* 


.1 


1 
































Qood - Bad 


3.83 


•75 


J. 83 


M 


.17 


5 


.0 ] 


,00 



































rut - Slow 


3.50 


.55 


3.50 


.55 


.22 


5 


0 


1.0 


1 
































Mice - Awful 

§v a w «r /in a *aua» 


3.83 




3.83 


• 98 


.J»0 


5 


0 


1.0 



































pig — ouii 


3.17 


.»»i 


3.50 


.81. 




5 


1.0< 


.36 


































Ulna - Cruel 


3.83 


.75 


3.*3- 


.75 


• XL 


c 


n 
u 


J. • U 




































p wrong we nil 


3.50 


.55 


3.67 


.52 


.21 


5 


l.W 


.36 


































r ml 1 win dl * 


U.00 


.0 


l».17 


M 


.17 


5 


l.CK 


.36 


































^ 1«— — i ■ 

High - Low 


3.50 


.55 


3.17 


.el 


.17 


6 


1.51 


.1 










•• 
























tike - Dislike 


3.67 


.52 


3.67 


.52 


.21 


5 


.0 


1.0 




































3.33 
•Sta 


.52 

:isti 


3.33 


.52 


.21 


5 

J 


0 


1.0 






evel 
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TABLE 

ARTISTS- 1 H-TUE-SCHOOLfi^TOORAH EVALUATE 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AIS Area FlctionWPltin^ 

Scale Concept Fiction Writing 
and Me 



f 

Mjectiva 
Pairs 


TO 

Poet 


Mi 

Pre 




d.l 


t. 






Pre 




a.f. 


1 

t. 


p. 


[)gle^edT0Ti 


L POBt 




a.f. 


t. 


p. 


X 


8.D 


X 


S.D. 


81 


X 


... 

S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


SE 


X 


8.D. 


X 


S.D. 


SE 


■mmm» — Sad 


3.5: 


.6k 


3.50 




.3* 

.3 


5 


.0 


L.0( 






• 




























Qttlet - Loud 


3.8: 


.98 


«.17 


.75 


5 


1.58 


.11 




















■ 










— 




tood - Bad 


3.8: 


• 7!> 


3.50 


1.05 


.«♦: 


5 


1.58 


.11 
















-- 
















— 


Put - Slow 


2.8: 


.75 


2.17 


.98 


.«♦< 


5 


1.35 


.21 


























r 








lie* - Awful 




i .63 


3.67 


.52 


.2: 


■ v 


1.5C 


.1 


































Jig - eMail 


3.01 


i .0 


2.83 


M 

e 


.1 




J. .(A 


.0' 
































- 


Und - Cruel 


i».0 


i .63 


*.17 


.75 


.3 


. 5 


1.0c 


.31 


































strong - weak 


2.8 


: M 


2.83 


M 


.1 


' 5 


.0 


1,0< 












• 
















1 — — 







ur - uniair 


3.6 


' .82 


3.83 


.75 


.31 


5 


.5»» 


.61 


1 






























Ugh - Low 


3.3 


1 .52 


2.83 


M 


.17 


5 




.20 


































Like - Dislike 


3.6 


» .82 


3.50 


1,0! 

* 


.» 


J 5 


.1*2 


.70 




































3.1 

•st 


f M 

it 1st: 


3.00 
celly 


.63 


• 2b 

flc 


5 

int 


1.0( 
At ( 


.3 
r to 


lQV t 


w t95 


level 


1 * 1 


















1 


A 




H 
H 
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program, their attitudes toward schools have been affected in a 

positive way, and that -they are very much or much involved in the program. 

There was agreement, also, that the funding for this AIS program 
was very satisfactory or satisfactory, that this AIS program has affected 
a great deal or nearly so students general school achievement, their 
arts achievement, that products do result, from this AIS program and the 
projects are used, circulated, and/or observed. 

The overall rating of very high was given this AIS program by a 
majority of the respondents. 

A majority of the respondents, except the artists, indicated that 
they had no or very little orientation to or training for this AIS program 

Additional Findings 

Table WU reflects the responses to questions concerning the training 
and background in AIS. 

There was agreement amor.g the respondents that an inservice education 
program in the integration of this AIS program into the regular curriculum 
would benefit them and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the data collected 
from the parents concerning this program. 
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TABLE W10 
AOTIST8--I«^THi.SCHO0La EVALUATION 
A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Prograir 



fe- 



me Program Area Fiction-Writing 



1.) How well were you oriented to or 
trained for AI8T 

(Very Well - Not at all) 



2. ) How do you feel about AIS? 
(Very good - Very bad) 



3. J How do you feel about yourself as 
a result of AIS? 

(Very Good - Very Bad). 



k.) How has AIS affected your attitude 
toward schools 1 

(Positive - Negative) 



,5.) To what extent are you involved 
in A7p1 

(Very Much - Hot at all) 



6.) How satisfactory has been th6 
Ala *undiug? 

rn ? r 7 Satisfactory - Unsatte factory |~3 

;.ERjc 14g . 




f 7,) Hpv readily available have materials 
for AI8 beent 

'heartily Avail. - Hot at all) 



'our 
prog 

(Very High - Very Low) 



8. ) What is your overall rating of 
thia AIB program area? * 



9. ) Has AIS affected the students 
general school achlevemenx? 

(A great deal - Hot at all) 



MR 



1 



Position 



Principal 



Curr. Spec 



Teacher 



Artist 



Principal 



Curr. Spec 



^eacher 



Artist 



Principal 



Curr. Spe?i 



Teacher 



Artist 



50 



67 



33 



100 



J6L 



100 



67 



100 



33 



75 



25 



4o- 



17 



33 



25 



W 



17 



33 



2S 



25 



33 



25 



Total 



i».oo 



U .67 0.58 



.50 



';,00 
1 K ,5Q 



3,50 



10. ) Hes AIS affected the students arts 
achiev uent? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 



Principal 



50 



50 



i*,5Q 



2_ 
2 



Curr. Spec 



67 



33 



M3 



Teacher 



25 



75 



Artist 



100 



11.) Has AIS affected the general 
c immunity? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 



Principal 



33 



33 



33 



2.67 



Curr . Spec 



50 



i 0 



3,50 



Teacher 



50 



50 



3,00 



Art let 



L «!« 



12.) Has AIS affected the school 
community V 

(A great deai - Not at all) 



Principal 



67 



Curr. Spec 



20 



3 
1 



Teacher 



33 



Artist 



li.) Has AIS affected the basic 
educational program? 

( A great al - Not at all ) 



Principal 



Curr. Spec 



Teacher 



Artist 



ik.) Ha* AIS affected the arts program? 
(A gr^at deal - Hot at all) # 



Principal 



ERLC 



_2_ 
1 



'eacher 



Curr. Spec 



Artist 



50 



1*0 



50 



20 



33 



3.00 



60 



20 



2,80 



33 



33 



3,00 



20 



20 



50 ] 2.50 



20 



25 



75 



25 



25_ 



SO, 



2SL 



25- 



15- 



3,20 



1,50 



3,00 



2.60 



1.5Q 



— — ■ V- ■ 


NR 


Position 


c 


b 
4 






2 1 — 1 Tfttn 


1 


N M 




i 


N , 


% 


H 

if 




N 

11 




R n 


15.) To vital extent are attempts being 
•ade to provide the students 
with similar experiences as 
thobe provided by the AIS programs'/ 
(A trreat deal - Not at allV 


1 


Principal 






2 


50 


2 


SO 


* 








J. ?o 


r\ #- ft 


1 


Curr. Spec 




100 
























Teacher 


2 


33 








so 


1 


7 








1 . d$ 


1 


Artist 


























16. ) To what extent do products 
result froA AIS? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 




Principal 


1 


25 


2 . 


so 


1 


25 










1»,00 


d Ao 
U . Od 




Curr, Spec 


U 


80 


1 


20 








» 






1».80 


0 Us 


2 


Teacher 


3 


75 






1 


25 










1».50 


J- ♦ uu 


_ - 


Artist 




100 






















17. ) To what extent are the products 
used/circulated/observed? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 


1 


Principal 






3 


75 


1 


25 
✓ 








p* 


3,75 




1 


Curr. Spec. 


2 


50 


1 


25 


1 


25 










1».25 


b,96 


1 


Teacher 


1» 


so 






1 


20 










It, 60 


0.89 


- 


Artist 


1 


100 
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TABLE W11 120 
ARTISTS- Df-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

£| Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background 
• W in AIS 

AIS Program Fiction-Writing 




Position 


TEyears 


S.D. 


#Respond - 


BT/F 


Approximately hov many years have the 
schools in which you hare vorksd offered 
this AIS program area? 


Principal 


1.75* 


(3.50 




I ' 


Curr. Spec. 


3.00 


1.73 


5 




Teacher 


1.67 


0.82. 


6 




Artist 


2.00 




1 




with vhat other Alb Program areas have 
you been involved? 








rosi&xon 


Bumber 

Indicating 


% of those 


ARCHITECTURE 


Principal 






Curr . Spec . 






loaciiox^ 






Artist 






DAffCE 


Principal 






Curr. Spec. 


2 


UO 


Teacher 






Artist 






FICTIOH-WRimfG 


Principal 






Surr. Spec. 


- 




Teacher 






Artist 






FtUMAKZaG 


Principal 


1 


20 


Curr* Spec. 






Teacher 






Artist 






MUSIC 


Principal 


1 


20 


Curr. Spec. 


3 


60 


Teacher 


1 


17 


Artist 






PHOTOGRAPHY 


Principal 






Curr. Spee. 






Teacher 


1 


17 


Artist 






POETRY 

e 


Principal 


1 


20 


Curr. Spec. 






Teacher 


1 




Artist 


1 | « 100 


ERIC* 18 * 


Principal 


h J 30 


' Curr, Spec- , 


30 


Teacher 1 


2 j 33 




Artist 


i 





t os xxx on 


xES 


NO 121 






B 


% 


H 


% 


your undergraduate 
J^?aretion program 

inside orientation to 
an Alb program? 

Have you, vithin 
the last fire years 
elected to pursue 
further education in 
the arts? 


Principal 








An i 


Curr • Snec . 






1 5 


100 


Teacher 






6 


100 


Artist 






1 


100 












Principal 






k | 80 


Curr. Spec. 






U 


80 


Teacher 






5 


83 




Artist 






1 


1C 






To a great ext< 


snt „ 


N 


ot a; all 


m 


% 


B 


5 


It 

H 


< 


N " 


I 

i 


N 


2 


1 


* 


To what extent do you 
think that an lnserrlce 
training program in the 
integration of the MS 
Program into the curri- 
culum would benefit 


Principal 


3 


60 






2 


kQ 














Curr. Spec. 


2 


kO 


c 


uo 


1 


20 














Teacher 


3 * 


50 


2 


33 


. 1 


17 














you and the students ? 


iUwlSb 






1 ] 


LOOf 
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Filmmaking 

Subjects 

Of the total in-school surveys made (951) , those for filmmaking 
(20) represent only 2%. Therefore , a word of caution is in order 
concerning the interpretation of these results when they are being 
compared with those from other AIS Program Areas. The numbers of 
respondents by category for filmmaking are principals - 2, curriculum 
specialists - 3, teachers - 3, artist - 1 (surveyed at 2 different 
schools), and students - 10. No parents were surveyed. 

Process Evaluation 
Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in- 
tegrated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ; Table Fl reflects that the respondents , except the 
curriculum specialists, agreed that the filmmaking AIS Program is being 
integrated to a great extent into the regular art curriculum. There 
was agreement that it is not at all being integrated into the regular 
mathematics curriculum. 

Question 2; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in^ 
integrating. this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ? A majority of the respondents agreed that the teachers 
provide technical assistance/ work with others to integrate the 
program into the regular curriculum , evaluate the extent to which 
this AIS program area has been integrated iho the regular curriculum, 
and plan ways and attest to integrate filmmaking into fchp r^gniar- 
curriculum. There is agreement, for the most part, that the artist 
performs these roles also • See Table F2. 
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TABL E Fl 

ABTISTS-IH-TH2-SCH00L8 PROGRAM EVALUATION 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

ffuaber 1: "To Whet Extent is this ATS Program Area 

Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum? " 

AIS AXEA Filmmaking 



Curriculum 

ATMS 




1 s 

* * 


To a greet extent 


s 


Ot at all 


Total 


R/R 


5 


k 


3 


2 




X 




if 




V 


If 1 


If 


i 




. % 




Art ~ 


p 




1 


100 








- 










- 


1 












• 


1 


50 


l 


50 


" i - 


2.50 


0.71 


1 


T 




2 


6T 


1 


33 












4.67 


0.58 










2 


100 










i - 




5.00 


o.oc 


.» 


ytamit^ 


P 
















1 ! 100 










1 


PS . 


















2 


100 


1.00 


0.00 


1 




T 




















1 


100 


1.00 




2 


A 




_ 




[ 1 


50 


1 


50 












u • f 1 






p 










1 


100 














1 


teagmtge 


...<2_ 












1 


?9 






1 




2.00 


1.41 


—L 


T 






** 


1 


50 










1 




2.5Q 




L- 




A 




i 


100 


















^ nn 


™ 


i 


Katbeaatiw 


P 




















1 


100 






1 


JS 












1 


50 






1 


50 


2.00, 


1.41 


3 


T 












1 


50 






1 


50 


2.00 


1.41 


1 


A 




















1 


100 


1.00 




1 


Hatur&l 
Sciences 


P 










r 






1 


100 










1 


CS 












1 


50 






1 


50 


2.00 


1.41 


1 


T 








1 


50 










1 


50 


2.50 


2.12 


1 


A 




















1 


100 


1.00 




1 


Social - 


P 












1 


100 














1 


CS 












1 


50 


' 1 


50 






2.50 


0.73 


1 


Sciences 


T 








1 


50 


* — 








1 


50 


2.50 


2. IS 


1 


A 




i 


100 




- 








1 






5.Q0 


_ 

1 


1 



ERIC 



155 



12U 



TABI*E 

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

ffumber 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of 
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this JUS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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Qu estion 3 : To what extent are the operations involved in 
delivering the filmmaking AIS Program efficient? 

Finding s : Table P3 indicates that there was agreement among 
the respondents that operations involved in delivering the filmmaking « 
program are efficient* However, since the same artist was surveyed 
in two different schools, a review of Table F3 reveals that he 
thought one 3chobl was efficient and one was not, relative to school's 
choice of performance place and school's readiness of performance place . 

Question 4 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents 
in delivering this aLS program area? 

Findings : Table F4 shows that there was fair agreement among 
the respondents relative to roles of the teachers and artist • However, 
for the other categories of school personnel the role perceptions are 
mixed. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 ; To what extent are the objectives explicated for 
this AIS Program Area being mrt? 

» Findings ; No data were collected for this question. 

Question 2; To what extent does this AIS Program Area give 
students 'the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Findings : These findings are included with those presented 

for Question 5. * 

Question 3 ; Are the filmmaking AIS presentations appropriate for 
the ages of the students involved? 

Findings : No data were collected for this question. 

Question 4 : Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward 
self, school, and this AIS Program Area after the AIS filmmaking 
presentation? 



TABLE P; 

Artists-ln-the-Sehools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Reipondent of Responses to the Question: 
fumber 3: "To' What Extent" is This AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" 

AIS Area: Filmmaking 
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Artists- in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Umber k; *Whafc Are Your Roles and What are the 

Roles of the Following Personnel in the 
Hechanics of Delivering this AIS Program?** 

AIS Area: Filmmaking 
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Findings : Tables 7A, B and C in the basic report show results 
from the student attitude scales. 

Comparisons of the tot*2 scale results for the concept "Myself" 
(Table 7A) indicate that there was no statistically significant/ 
at or below the .05 level, mean shifts. Table 7B shows that there was 
one statistically significant mean shift for the concept "School and 
Me". *^?he mean value was higher on the posttest than it was on the 
pretest. No statistically significant mean shift were found for the 
concept "Filmmaking and Me". 

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Filmmaking 
and Me" than they were for either of the other two concepts. 

Tables ? 5, F6 and F7 show comparisons of ^results by 

scale items. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table F8 
shows that, when students were asked to describe what they had just 
seen or done, they replied "learned", "fun" and "like". 

All ten of the students interviewed knew that the filmmaking 
program was going to be in their school that day. 

Of those who responded to the attitude items, eight out of nine 
indicated positive words when asked how did wnat they just saw or 
did make them feel about themselves, six out of six indicated positive 
worus about school, and four out of four indicated positive words 
about filmmaking. 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals, curriculum 
specialists, teachers and artists abbut the progress of this AIS 
Program Area? 

> 

Findings : Table F9 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondents on several aspects of the filmmaking AIS Program 
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Ta ble F 8 
STUEBJT INTERVIEW DATA 

Program Ana Filranaking Number of Sc±*ools 



Nuoober of Students Interviewed 10 

X. TELL VE ABOUT VfiAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Corner words listed) 
learned.... 2 
Fun.., .2 
Like.. ..2 



2. DID YCC KNOW THAT (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? 

10 Y es 
No 



3. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOUFSEIF? 

POSITIVE 8 



NO DIFFEPENT 1 
NEGATIVE 



4. HOW DID WH7T YOU JUST SAW/ELD MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

POSITIVE 6 



NO DJJr'FEJHLNT 
NEGATIVE 



5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Filmnaking ? 

POSITIVE 4 

NO DIFFERENT^ 

NEGATIVE 
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A Comparison 


ARTISTS-Ill-TIIB-aCIIOOIfl EVAIAJATIOH 

°nd Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program 












AIS Program Area 
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2. ) How do you feel about AIS? 
(Very good - Very bad) 
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3. ) How do you feel about yourself as 
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k.) How has AI3 affected your attitude 
toward schools? 
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8. ) What is your overall rating of 
this AIS program area? 

(Very High - Very Low) 
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9. ) Has AIS affected the students 
general school achievement? 

(A great deal - Hot at all) 
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10. ) Has Ala affected the students arts 
achievement? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 
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31.) Has AIS affected the general 
community? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 
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12.) Has AIS affected the school 
community? 
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13.) Has AIS affected the basic 
educational program? 

( k great deal - Not at all) 
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1*4.) Has AIS affected the arts program? 
(A great deal - Not at all) 
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15.) To what extent are attempt a being 
•ada to provide the students 
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tliose provided by the AIS program^? 
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16.) To vhat extent do products 
result fro» Aid? 
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17- ) To what extent are the products 
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TABLE - F10 



ARTISTS-IH-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and 3ackgrouud 

in AIS 



AIS Program 





Position 
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NO 137 
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Area. 




A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good 
about the filmmaking AIS Program , that they feel very good about 



affected their attitude toward schools in a positive direction. 

No clear pattern emerged on the remaining aspect due to the 
small number of respondents. 
Additional Findings 

Table F10 refle i the responses to question concerning training 
and background in AIS. Again , no clear pattern emerged due to the 
low number of respondents. 



themseiyes as a result of the filmmaking AIS Program, and that it has 




/ 
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Music 



Subjects 

Of the total in-school surveys made (951) , those for music (263) 
represent 28%. The numbers of respondents by category are: principals -31, 
curriculum specialists - 31, teachers - 36, artists - 31 and students -134. 
In addition, 21 parents, 17 mothers and 4 fathers, were surveyed via 
telephone. These parents were among those of students surveyed who were 
selected at random to have their parents surveyed. 

P rocess Evaluatic n 
Implementation evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent in this AIS Program Area bfeing in- 
tegrated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings: Table Ml reflects that the respondents agreed that the 
music AIS Program is being integrated into the regular music curriculum. 
Taere also appears tc be agreement among the respondents that the music 
AIS Program is not, to any substantial degree, being integrated into the 

s 

regular mathematics, natural sciences or social sciences curriculum. 
However, a majority of the teachers felt that the music AIS Program was ; 
being egrat*d into the regular art and language arts programs. 

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-schc 1 respondents in in- 
tegrating this AJS *^ogram Area into the regular cu^^culuin? 

Findings : A review of Tahle M2 reveals that there was agreement 
among the respondents, except the artists, that the curriculum specialists 
provide technical assistance, work with others to integrate the music 
program into the regular curriculum, evaluate the extent to which the 
music AIS Program has been integrated into the regular curriculum and plan 
ways to integrate the AIS music progrwn into the regular curriculum. 
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TABL 3 Ml 

ABTISTS-rrf-THE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM SVAUJATI05 



A Comparison hy Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Buaber 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Ares 

Bel- Integrated Into tne Hegular Curriculum? " 
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TABL2 MP 

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

lumber 2; "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of 
the Following Personnel in Intet raxing thi* AIS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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There was agreement, also, that the teachers work with other* to in- 
tegrate the program into the regular curriculum and plan and attempt 
to integrate the music AIS Program into the regular curriculum. 

Question 3 : To what extent are the operations involved in de- 
livering this AIS Program Area efficient? 

Findings : Taole M3 clearly indicates that the respondents agreed 
that the operations involved in delivering the music AIS Program are 
efficient. 

Question 4; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in de- 
livering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings ; Table M4 shows that there was agreement among the 
respondents that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance 
and observe the artist at work. There was agreement, for the most part, 
that teachers participate in the program (only 42% of the artists in- 
dicated this role for the teachers) , observe the arcist at work, observe 
thn students working with the artists, uad observe the students work 
that results from this AIS Program Area. The respondents agreed that the 
students participate in the program and observe the artist at work. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent are the objectives explicated for this 
AIS Program Area being met? 

Findings : For most of the music AIS Programs visited, the inter- 
viewees indicated that the objectives were being met. Table MS reflects 
the responses concerning the objectives. A notable exception was that 
not all of the students in grades K-3 attended the concert. This may be 
an impossible objective given circumstances beyond the school's control, 
e.g. illness of students. 

Question 2 : To what extent does this AIS Program Area Lve scudents 

the opportunity to use basic skills creatively, 

"so 



TABLE M3 

Artists-in«*the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question; 
ffunber 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" 
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Artiets-ln-the-3chools Program Evaluation 
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to tha Question: 

Humbar k; ft What Are Your Roles, and. What are the 
Roles of tha Following Personnel in the 
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Program? 18 

AIS Area: Music 
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INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Music 
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21 Schools 



TABLE MS 



YES 



NO 



N 



N 



1. Did all students in K-3 in the school attend tills concert? 

2 



2* Have the students demonstrated verbally or in writing a familiarity with the 
families of instruments of the symphony orchestra? 



10 



19 90 



15 



71 



24 



3. Have the students demonstrated verbally or in writing a knowledge of the ranges 
and capabilities of the instruments? 



13 



62 



24 



4. Was time provided for the students to talk with the performers? 
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95 



5. Did the ♦udents talk with the performers? 



21 



IX 



6. Have the students indicated that they would like to attand more concerts of this 
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Findings: These findings are included with ttose presented for 
Question 5. 

Question 3; Are the music AIS presentations appropriate to the ages 
of the students involved? 

Findings : Data collected for and from students in K-3 seem to 
indicate that the music AIS Programs presented are appropriate for the 
ages of the students/ 7 However, the question was not asked directly. 

Question 4 : Are these changes in the students 1 attitudes toward self, 
school, and this AIS Program aree> after the AIS presentation? 

Findings ; Tables 7A, £ and C in the basic report show results 

from the student attitude scales. ^ 

Comparisons of the total scale results for the concept "Myself " (Table 

7A) indicate that th« *e was one statistically^ significant, at or below the 

•05 level, positive mean shift. The mean scale score on the posttest was 

higher than that or, the pretest relative to the concept "Myself" . Tables 

7B and 7C reflect no statistically significant shifts in the students' 

attitudes toward the concept "School and Me" and Music and Me". 

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Music and Me" than 

they were for either of the other two concepts. 

Tables M6/ M7 and M8 show comparisons of results by scale items 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table M9 shc/s 

« 

that, when students were asked to describe what they had just seen or done, 
the most frequently used words were "like", "good" and .earned". Of the 
133 students interviewed 77 or 58% indicated that they knew the music AIS 
program was going to be in their school that day. 

Of those who respo:;d*d to the attitude items, 51 or 91% indicated 
positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did make them feel 
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AJWIBTS-IH-THE-SCHOO^PROQRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Cooperison of Item Results 
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Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of I ten Result b 
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about themselves, 39 or 78% indicated positive words when asked how did 
what they just saw or did make them feel about school, and 54 or 93% 
indicated positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did 
make them feel about music* 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals , curriculum 
specialists^ teachers , and artists about the progress of this AIS Program 
Area? * 

Findings: Table reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondent groups on several aspects of the music AIS Program 
Area. r 

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about 
the music AIS program, that they feel very good about themselves as a result 
of the music AIS program, and that the overall rating of the music AIS 
program is "very high" . Most of the responded indicated that the music 
AIS Program had affected their attitude toward schools in a positive di- 
rection that they were very much or much involved in the music AIS Program 
and that the music AIS program has affected the arts program a great deal 
or nearly so. 

A majority of the respondents, except the artists, indicated that they 
had no or very little orientation to or training for the music AIS Program. 
Additional Findings 

Table Mil reflects the responses to questions concerning training and 
background in AIS. 

There was agreement among the respondents that an inservice education 
program in the integration of this AIS program into the regular curriculum 
would benefit them and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the data collected 
from the parents concerning this program. 

# 
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/ STUDENT INTERVIEW DATA 

Program Area Music Number of Schools 27 



Nurber of Students Interviewed 13 J 



1. TELL m ABOUT VHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Ccnncn words listed) 

Good.... 6 Neat...l 

Like. .12 Interesting. . . .1 

Niae....2 

Learned... .4 

Enjqj 

Fun. • • • - 

2. DID YOU MCW TBKS (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SOOQL TODAY? 

77 Yes 

56 NO 



* 



3. HOT DID VHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 

POSITIVE 51 

NO QIFPERBTT 

NEGATIV E \ 5 

4. HOT DID WAT YOU JUST SW/DID MAKE YOU PEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

POSTE7VE _ 39 



NO DIFFERENT^ 
NEGATIVE 



5. HOT DID VHAT YOU JTJBT SAW/MD MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Music 

POSITIVE S4 



NO DIFFERENT^ 
NEGATIVE 
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TABLE M 1 - - 1C? 
ARTISTS-IN- f CH£-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

|fe Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background 

~ in AI5 

♦ 

AIS Program - Music 
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( 

Photography 

Subjects 

Of the total in-achool surveys made (951) those for photography 
(17) represent less than 2%. Therefore, interpretation of the results 
^fust be done with caution. 

The numbers of respondents by category are: principals - 2, 
curriculum specialists - 2, teachers - 2, artist - 1 (surveyed in two 
different schools), and students - 9. 

Two parents, one mother and one father, were surveyed via telephone. 
These wore parents of a student already surveyed and chosen at r< .dom 
to have his/her parents surveyed. 

Process Evaluation 
Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in- 
tegrated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings: Table $hl reflects tha *he respondents agreed that the 
photogra^t^ AIS Program is being integrated into the regular art curr- 
iculum. No clear pattern is shown for the remaining curriculum areas. 

Question 2 : What are the roles of the in-school respondents in in- 
tegrating this AIS Program into the regul^Tcurriiulym? 

Findings ; A review of Table Ph2 reveals that there was agreement 
among the respondents that the curriculum specialists work with others 
to integrate the photography program into the regular curriculum and plan 
ways and attempt to integrate photography, into the regular curriculum. 

Question 3 : To what extent are the operations involved m delivering 
♦•his his Program Area efficient? 
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A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Response* to the Question: 
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Being Integrated* into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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Findings: Table Ph3 shows that in most cases there is agreement 
among the respondents that the operations in delivering photography are 
efficient. A notable exception is that the teachers indicated that the 
artist moving in and out of the school was toward not at all efficient. 

Question 4 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
delivering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings : Table Ph4 indicates that there was no clear pattern 
evidenced relative to the roles of the in-school respondents in de- 
livering the photography program except that the respondents indicated 
that the artist provides technical assistance and participates in the 
program and the students participate in the program and observe the 
artist at work. 
Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To wr*,t extent are the objectives explicated for this 
AIS program area being met? 

Findings: No data was collected for this question for this 
Program Area. 

Question 2 : To what extent does this AIS Program Area give 
students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

Findings ; These findings are included with those presented for 
Question 5. 

Question 3 : Are the photography AIS presentations appropriate 
for the ages of the students involved? 

Findings : Data were not collected for this question. 
Question 4 ; Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward 
self, school, and this AIS program area after the AIS presentation? 

Findings: Table 7A, B and C in the basic report show results 

from the student attitude scales. 
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TABLE Ph3 

Artists-in-tbe-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison b7 Position of Respondent of Responses, to the Question: 
Humber 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently? " 

AIS Area: Photography 
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P - Principal 

CS - Curriculum Specialist 

T - Teacher 

A - Artist 

0 - Observer 
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Artists~in-the~Schools Program Evaluation 
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Comparisons of the total scale resu ts show no statistically 
significant, at or below the .05 level, shifts in mean values. 

Tables Ph5, Ph6 and Ph7 show crmpansons of results by 

scale items. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table 
reveals that all of the four students who responded indicated that they 
knew that the photography AIS Program was going to be in their school 
that day. In addition , thay all indicated positive words when they 
were asked about how photography made them feel about themselves, school 
and filmmaking. 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals, curriculum 
specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS 
Program Area? 

Findings ; Table Ph9 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondents on several aspects of the photography AIS Program 
Area* 

No clear pattern emerges due to the low number of respondents, 

Additional Findings 

T*ble PhlO shows results on training and background of the respondents 
Again, due to the small number of respondents no pattern emerges. 

Table U in the basic reports shows the results of the data collected from the 

parents oonoerning this program. 
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ARTIST8-IH-Tlffl-SCH00LS^R0QRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 
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Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Result* 
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Table Ph8 

STUEENT INTERVIEW DATA v 
Program Area Photography N umber of Schools 1 

Nunber o* Students Interviewed _4 
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Poetry 

S objects 

Of the total in-school surveys made (951) , those for poetry (247) 
represent 26%. The numbers of respondents by category axei principels-29 , 
curriculum specialists - 31, teachers - 31 , artists - 28 and students -128. 
In addition, 30 parents, 17 mothers and 13 fathers, were surveyed via 
telephone. These parents were among those of students surveyed who were 
selected at random to have their parents surveyed. - 

Process Evaluation 
Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1 ; To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated 
into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ; Table P1 reflects that the respondents agreed that the 
poetry program is being integrated into the regular art and language 
programs. There is no clear agreement on the extent to which the poetry 
AIS Program is being integrated into the other curricula area. 

Question 2 ; What are the roles of the respondents in integrating 
this AIS Irogram Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ; A review of Table P2 reveals that there was agreement 
among the respondents th*t the curriculum specialists provide technical 
assistance, work with others to integrate this program into the regular 
curriculum, evaluate the extent to which this program has been integrated 
into the regular curriculum, and plain ways and attempt to integrate this 
program into the regular curriculum. The percentage reflects that the 
principals do not perform these roles, except that the curriculum special- 
ists indicated that principals evaluate the extent of integration of the 
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Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Number 2: "What are Tour Roles and What are the Roles of 
the Following Personnel in Intet rating this AIS 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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program. There was agreement that the teachers perforin these roles. 

Question 3; To what extent are the operations involved in de- 
livering this AIS Program Area efficient? 

Findings ; There was overwhelming agreement among the respondents 
that the operations involved in delivering this AIS Program are very 
efficient. (See Table P3 ) 

Question 4 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
delivering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings ; Table P4 shows that there was agreement among the 
respondents that the teachers provide technical assistance, participate 
in the program, observe the artists at work, observe the students working 
with the artists, and observe the students 1 work that results from this 
AIS Program Area* There was agreement, except for the artists, that the 
curriculum specialists provide technical assistance and observe the 
students 9 work that results from this program. 

As one would hope, there was agreement that the artists participate 
in the program and moderate agreement that the artists observe the 
students' work that results from this program. 

Again as one would hope, there was agreement that the students 
participate in this program and they observe the artist at work. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent are the objectives explicated for 
this AIS Program Area being met? ** 

Findings : Table P5 reflects that the interviewers indicated 
that the objectives for poetry are being met. For most objectives, it 
was indicated that they are being met by a substantial percentage of 
the interviewees. 
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Artista-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Coapariaon oy Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 
dumber 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Are ; 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" 
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QdVCXAL PROGRAM APEA EVALUATION: Poetry 
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Question 2 : To what extent does this AIS Program Area give 
students the opportunity to use basic ski 111 creatively? 

Findings : These findings are included with those presented 
under Question 5. 

Question 3; Are the poetry AIS presentations appropriate for 'die 
ages of the students involved? 

Findings : The interviewees .indicated that the poetry presen- 
tations were appropriate for the age of the students. 

Question 4 : Are the: e changes in the students 1 attitudes toward 
self, school, and this AIS Program. Area after the AIS presentation? 

Findings ; Table. 7A,B and C in the basic text of this report 
^how results from the student attitude scales. 

Comparisons of total scali results for the concept "Myself" (Tal e 
7A) , indicate two statistically significant, at or below the .05 level, 
positive mean shift — the mean scale score was higher on the post than 
it was on the pre, and the mean scale was higher on the delayed post than 
it was on the pre. 

Table 7B reflects the same statistically significant positive 
mean attitude shifts with the concept "School and Me". 

Table 7C reflects no statistically significant mean attitude 
shifts. However, it was noted that all of the means were higher for the 
"Poetry and Me" than they were for the other two concepts. 

Table P6, P7 and P8 show comparisons of the results by scale 

items. 

A review of the 3tudent interview data contained in Table P9 shows 
that, when students were asked to describe what they had just seen or 
done, the most: frequently used words were "learned" , "fun", "easy", and 
"nice". Of the 100 students interviewed, 95 or 95% indicated that they 
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Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AIS Area Pceti 



Scale Concept Schoolandjfe 



Adjective 
Pair 8 


to 

Poat 


AL 

Pre 


1 


d.f 


t. 




Delayed TOT 
| Poat 


Pre 


SE 


a.f. 


t. 


P- 


Dpla^edTOT/ 


U Post 




i.t. 


t. 


P. 


X 


8.D 


X 


S.D. 


8E 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


SE 


If *nrw ftjtri 


3.82 


.78 


3.6U 


• 91 


07 


121 


2.6 


B »|3.72 
.Oil 


.76 


3.63 


.90 


.09 


116 


.98 


.33 


3.72 


.76 


3,8: 


.78 


.08 


L16 


r 

L.21 


.23 


Quiet - Loud 


3.55 


• 79 


3.3U 


.85 

1 


.07 


12 r 


3. Of 


« 

.0 


'3.57 


.85 


3.36 


.85 


.07 


116 


2.9 


« 

D.00 


3.57 


.85 


3.5: 


I .79 


• 07 


116 


.60 


.55 


flood - Bad 


3.81 


• 77 


3.75 


• 76 


.06 


12' 


1.02 


.3 


3.81 


• 72 


3.73 


.77 


• 07 


116 


1.3 


3 .1' 


3.81 


.72 


3.8: 


• 77 




116 

111 


o 
. \j 


i fit 


Past - Slow 


3.63 


• 93 


3.5 1 * 


• 9U 


.07 


12: 


1.2 1 


.2 


3.67 


.76 


3.55 


• 9U 


.07 


116 


1.7 


5 .0 


3.68 


.78 


3.6; 


.91 


.07 


116 


,35 


,73 


K d^m _ Awful 


U.02 


.69 


3.90 


• 77 


t 

.07 


L27: 


.90 


.06 


3.96 


• 71 


3.89 


.7U 


.07 


116 


• 97 


.33 


3.96 


.71 


3.9( 


.68 


.07 


116 


.35 


.70 


Big - Small 


3.29 


1.01 


3.16 


.9k 


.0o 


12' 


i.; 


2.1 


3.31 


• 79 


1.16 


,9U 


,08 


116 


1,8 


),08 


3,31 


.79 


3,3( 


1,00 


,08 


116 


,10 


,92 


Kind - Cruel 


3.99 


.76 


3.93 


.80 


.06 


12' 


1.05 


.28 


U.05 


.68 


3.90 


.80 


,06 


116 


2,1* 


* 

l ,o; 


U.05 


,68 


3,91 


.„ 


,06 


116 


1.2 


Strong - Weak 


3.80 


.83 


3.81 


.73 


.06 


12; 


.27 


.79 


3.77 


.83 


3.83 


.73 


07 


110 


7U 


1*6 


3.77 


,82 


3,8] 


,81 


08 


J. J. V. 


ss 
O' 




ralr Unfair 


U.02 


• 77 


3.96 


.8U 


.07 


121 


.81 


.1*2 


U.09 


.71 


3.97 


,81 


.09 


115 


1.3 


).2Q 


1».09 


,70 


3,91 


,77 


.07 


116 


1,68 


,10 


High - Low 


3.U2 


.96 


3.U0 


.68 


.09 


L27 


.17 


.87 


3.U1 


.81 


3,U0 


.89 


,10 


116 


,08 




3,Ul 


,81 




,96 


,07 


116 


,35 


.73 


Like - Dislike 


3.85 


.80 


3.78 


.85 


.07 


L27 


1,01 


.30 


3.86 


.7U 


3.7l» 


,86 


.09 


116 


1,3 


J .1 


3,86 


,7* 


3,8£ 


,80 


,07 


116 


,66 


• 51 


B ER|C ar<i 23: 


3.U6 
*Sta 


1.00 
tisti 


3.U6 
ally 


• 93 


.10 
lea 


12' 

at 


.08 
it o, 


.93 

-la 


3.52 
oy tY 


.8U 
e ,05 


3.UU 
evel 


• 91 


.09 


115 


,85 


.uo 


3,52 


.8U 


3M 


.1.05 


.10 


116 

L_ 


.72 


.1»7 

H 
CD 



TABLE 

ARTISTS-IIC-THE-SCH0OflTO»pGRAM EVALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Itea Results 



AIS Area Poetr 



Scale Concept Poetry and Me 



Adjective 
Pairs 


TO* 

Post 


AL 

Pre 




d.f 


t. 




Delayed TOT 
1 Post 


Mi 

t're 


SE 


i.f. 


t. 


P. 


apla^edTOT/ 


Post 


SE 


a.f. 


t. 


p. 


X 


S.D 


X 


8.D. 


SB 


X 


S.D. 


X 


B,D. 


X 


S.D. 


X 


S.D. 


Haddv - Sad 


4.16 


.85 


l».l8 


.89 


09 
08 


L27 
127 


.18 


86 


(.11 


.90 


k.15 


• 90 


10 


115 


.31 


.7* 


i».ll 


• 90 


U.13 


.86 


.08 


115 


.2* 


.82 


Quiet - Loud 


3.8U 


.86 


3.93 


.8«» 


1.0 


i.2S 


3.77 


1.03 


3.89 


.84 


09 


115 


1.3( 


.IS 


3.77 


1.03 


3.81 


.86 


.10 


115 




.66 


Good - Bad 




.88 


i».07 


.8U 


09 


127 


.o : 


..OC 


ij.09 


.81 


h.06 


.8»» 


09 


115 


.37. 


71 


U.09 


.81 


U.03 


.99 


.08 


115 


• 72 


.UB 


Past - Slow 


3.55 


.97 


3.27 


1.05 


.1C 


12 


r 2. 


IS « 

01 


3.*»7 


1.02 


3.28 


1.05 


.10 


115 


l.i 


6 .c 


33. U7 


1.02 


3.56 




.09 


115 


1.01 


.30 


Mice - Awful 


i».20 


.73 


«4.27 


.68 


06 


127 


1.2 


1.22 


U.23 


.68 


U.27 


.69 


07 


11s 


si 


61 


U.23 


.68 


U.16 




C7 


ns 


1 1 ' 




oig — bmaii 


3.3»» 


.97 


3.1* 


• 92 


07 


120 


3.0 


• 

..OC 


3.31 


.95 


3.1 1 * 


.91 


10 


1C4 


1.81 


.07 


3.31 


.95 


3.30 


.99 


.09 


115 


.10 


.92 


Kind - Cruel 


»».18 


.7l» 


U.22 


.71 


uc 






• 


»4.19 


.76 


I*. 22 


• 71 


07 


ill* 


36 


.72 


1».20 


.76 


U.13 


.73 


,08 


115 


.92 


.36 


oxrong — wcm 


3.77 


.88 


3.85 


.85 


07 


126 


1.1 


i 

26 


3.72 


.85 


3.83 


,6k 


08 


111* 


1.31 


• 18 


3.72 


.85 


3.76 


.89 


.08 


115 


M 


,66 


rair - umair 


i».20 


.77 


»».18 


.79 


07 


12 1 






U.ll 


.81. 


M8 


.79 


HQ 




78 




1»,11 


,81. 


1»,18 


.78 


.09 

hi v y 


115 


.76 


M 

1 


High - Low 


3.U1 


.9»» 


3.<+5 


.89 


,08 


12' 


M 


.69 


3-«»3 


.88 


3.U5 


.88 


,09 


115 


.18 


,86 


3^3 


,88 


3,»»2 


,9l» 


.08 


115 


,10 


.02 


Like - Dislike 


1».03 


.79 


3.91 


.90 


,08 


12' 


1.5 


O.H 




.82 


3,88 


,92 


,09 


115 


1.7< 


i,Q8 




,82 


3,97 


,8Q 


,07 


115 


,96 






3.6l 
*8t« 


1.0' 
tisti 


3-63 
ally 


.96 

fiigDi 


.09 
'A A 


L27 
nt 


.17 


.86 
• be 


3.6: 

-QML.il 


.88 
e .05 


3.59 

gyei 


.96 


.10 


113 


.U3 


.67 


3.63 


.88 


3.5« 


1.08 


.12 

2: 


11: 

16 


.58 


.56 

H 
00 



18U 



knew the poetry AIS Program was going to be in their school that day. 

Of those who responded to the attitude items, 57 or 89% indicated positive 

words when asked how did what they just saw or did make them feel 

about themselves, 55 or 87% indicated positive words when asked how 

did whaL they just saw or did make them feel about school, and 67 or 94% 

indicated positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did 

make them feel about poetry. 

Question 5 : What are the opinions of principals, curriculum 
specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program 
Area? 

Findings ; Table P10 reflects comparisons of the opinions of 
the different respondent groups on several aspects of this AIS Program 
Area. 

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about 
the AIS poetry program, that they feel very good about themselves as a 
result of the poetry AIS Program, that this AIS program has affected 
their attitude toward schools in a positive direction, that they are 
very much or much involved in this program, and that materials are 
readily available or available for this program. 

The respondents, also, agreed that the AIS poetry program has 
affected a great deal or mearly so, the students' general school achieve- 
ment, their arts achievement, the school community, the basic educational 
program, and the arts program. They agreed that products do result from 
this AIS Program area, that the products are used, circulated and/or 
observed a great deal or nearly so. 

There was substartial agreement among the respondents that this 
AIS Program Area's overall rating is very high. 

The respondents, except the principal, agreed that the AIS funding' 

has been very satisfactory or satisfactory. The respondents, except 
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Table P9 
SmugJT BWEHVIEW PAIR, 

m Area Poetry N ucbcr of Schools 20 



Nunber of Students Interviewed 100 



1. TELL t€ ABOUT WAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: ( Ccm i u ri words listed ) 

Learned. .. .9 Good. .,;2 

Fun*... 8 Easy. ...4 

Exciting. .. .2 Niae....4 
Interesting. .. .1 Like»...l 
All right. .. .2 Happy. ,..2 

Enjoy. ..2 

2. DID YOU KNOW TEST (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? 



95 



Yes 



* 



BOW DID VBAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 

POSITIVE 57 
NO DPTEWaf T 3 
NBOTIVE 4 



4. BOH DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

POSITIVE 55 
NO DUTEHBJr 5 



NEGATIVE 3 



5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Tttry 

POSITIVE 67 

NO DIFEEPai T 3 - 
NEGATIVE 1 



TABLE 

ARTI8T8^III-THE-8CH00U3 EVALUATION 
A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program 



AIS Program Area 



Poetry 



1. ) Mow well were you oriented to or 
trained for AIS? 

(Very Well - Mot at all) 



2. ) How do you feel about AIS? 
(Very good - Very bad) 



3. Y How do you feel about yourself as 
a result of AIS? 

(Very Good - Very Bad) 



k.) How has AIS affected your attitude 
toward schools? 

(Positive - Negative) 



5.) To what extent are you involved 
in AIS? 

(Very Much - Not at all) 



6. ) How satisfactory has been the 
Als funding? 
O Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory 
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the artists, indicated agreement that attempts are being made to 
provide the students with similar experiences as those provided by this 
program. 

Many of the responds ats indicated that they had had no or little 
orientation to or training for this AIS Program Area. 

Additional Findings 

Table PU reflects the responses to questions concerning training 
uiid background in AIS. 

There was agreement among the respondents that an inservice 
education program in the integration of this AIS Program into the 
i r gular curriculum would benefit them and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the parent's 
surveys . 
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/ARTISTS-DT-THE-SCH0OLS EVALUATION 

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background 

in AIS 
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Theatre 

Subject! 

Of the totalin-achool observations made (951) , those for theatre 
(236) represent 25%. The numbers of respondents by category are: 
principals - 30 , curriculum specialists - 32, teachers - 32, artists ? 28, 
and students - 128. In addition, 18 parents, 14 mothers and 4 fathers, 
w^re surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students 
surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed. 

Process Evaluation 
Implementation Evaluation 

Question 1; To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in- 
tegrated into the regular curriculum? 

Findings : Table Tl reflects that a majority of principals, 
curriculum specialists, teachers, and artists agreed that theatre is 
being integrated to a substantial degree into the regular curriculum in 
art, music, and language arts. They also agreed that theatre is not 
being integrated to amy great degree into the regular curriculum in 
mathematics, natural sciences and social sciences. 

Question 2 : What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum? 

Findings ,: A review of Table T2 reveals that there was agreement 
for; the most part; that the principals evaluate the extent to which the 
theatre AIS Program is being integrated into the regular curriculum. 
There is agreement that the curriculum specialists do above named activity 
and plan ways and attempt to integrate this program into the regular 
curriculum. Also, there is agreement that the teachers do all of the 
above named activities plus work with others to integrate the program 
into the regular curriculum. 
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ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION 



A Comparison lay Posit iui of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 

Number 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Area 

Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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TABLE TP 

Artists-in~the-Schools Program Evaluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Response* to the Question: 

Number 2: "Whit are Tour Roles and What are the Roles of 
the Following Personnel in Intet rating this AIS* 
Program into the Regular Curriculum?" 
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Question 3 : To what extent are the operations involved in de- 
livering this AIS Program Area efficient? 

Findings ; Table T3 clearly indicates that a great majority 
of th* respondents agree that the theatre AIS Program is being de- 
livered efficiently. 

Question 4 ; What are the roles of the in-school respondents in 
delivering this AIS Program Area? 

Findings : Table T4 shows that there was agreement among the 
respondents that the principals observe the artist at work. The prin- 
cipals, curriculum specialists, and teachers agreed that principals 
observe the students working with the artists. 

There was agreement among the respondents that the curriculum 
specialists provide technical assistance, observe the artist at work, 
observe the students working with the artists and observe the students 
work that results from this AIS Program Area. 

For the most part, there was agreement among the respondents that 
the teachers engage in the roles named above plus participate in the 
program. It was noted that a majority of the artists did not indicate 
that the teachers provide technical assistance nor participate in the 
program. 

There was agreement that the students participate in the program 
and observe the artist at work. A majority of the respondents indicated 
that the artists provide technical assistance and participate in the 
program. 

Progress Evaluation 

Question 1 : To what extent are the objectives explicated for this 
AIS Program Area being met? 

Findings : Table T5 reflects the responses concerning the ob- 
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TABLE T"3 

Artist s-in-the-Schools Program Ehraluation 

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question: 
Buaber 3: "To What Extent is' This AIS Program Area 
Being Delivered Efficiently?" 

AIS Area: Theatre 
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Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation 
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9 


es 


% 


no 


% 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 


7 
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2. To what extent did the performers relate with the audience dur- 
ing tne shew? 










22 
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3. To what extent did the audience pay attention to the artists 
on ring uic perxoriuanoe r 
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4.1 


4. To viiat extent did the audience appear to empathize with the 
perforners? 










22 
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4. J 


5. To what extent does the £ rrformanae denenstrate an example of 
high quality theatre? 
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6. To what extent do in-class workshops appear to give students a 
greater understanding of the perfornanoe or theatre as an art? 
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9. TO what extent are workshops taught well by artists? 
(MANAGEMNT OF CLASS) 
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l^Did they teach about theatre? 


19 


>5% 


i 


5% 














11. Did they teach about the subject of the play? 


17 


15% 


3 


15% 














12. DidTthe teacher receive study guides 1 month prior to 
performance? 


21 J 


'8% 


6 


22% 














13. To what extent were the study guides used by teachers prior to 
the performance? 

About 25% 4 

About 50%.... 5 

About 75% 8 

About 100%... 5 






















■> 14. To what extent are in-class workshops given before/after the 
performance? 

Before : All Classes ... 8 After : nil Classes 10 

Seme Classes. .- *' Seme Classes 2 

No Classes.... 14 No Classes 11 

All-Audience . . - All Audience 7 
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jectives. For most of the theatre AIS Programs visited, the interviewees 
and the observers indicated that most of theatre AIS Program Area ob- 
jectives were being met. It appears that the numbers of in-class work- 
shops given iaefore and after the performances are low. 

Question 2 : To what extent does this AIS Program Area give stu- 
dents the opportunity to use basic skills creatively? 

F jottings : These findings are included with those presented for 
Question 5. 

Question 3 ; Are the theatre presentations appropriate for the ages 
of the students involved? 

Findings: The data indicate that the theatre presentations are 
appropriate for the ages of the students involved (see Table T5 ) . 

Question 4 : Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward 
self , school and this AIS Program Area after the AIS presentation? 

Findings : Tables 7A, B and C in the basic report show results 
from the student attitude scales. 

Comparisons of the total scale results for all three concepts; 
"Myself", "School and Me", and "Theatre and Me" indicate no statistically 
significant mean attitude shifts. However, it was noted that the mean 
values for each time assessed, that is, pre, post, delayed post were 
higher for "Theatre and Me" than they were for the other two concepts. 

Tables T6, T7 and T8 show comparisons of results by 

scale items. 

A review of the student interview data contained in Table T9 shows 
that, ^when students were asked to describe what they had just seen or 
done, the most frequently ilscd words were "good", "like" and "fun". Of 

the 105 students, interviewed, 65 or 62% indicated that they knew the 

) 

theatre program w,*s going to be in their school that day . 

Of those who responded to the attitude items , 35 or 85% indicated 
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ARTISTS- IH-THB-8CH0OL^¥R0G r ^VALUATION 
Student Attitude Data 
Comparison of Item Results 



AIS Area TheatrS 
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STUDENT INTERVIEW PAIR 



203 



Program Area Theatre Nuriber of Schools 22 



Nuitoer of Students Interviewed 105 



1. TELL *E ABOUT VHAI YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Cannon words listed) 

Like. ...7 

Fun. . . .5 

Good.. ..9 
Interesting.... 3 

Learned. .. .3 

OEC . . . . 2 

Enjoy. . . .3 

2. DID YOQ KNOW THAT (this progran) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? 

S_ 4 

65 Y es ^2 

40 No 28_ 

TU5 100 

3. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT YOURSELF? 

I I 

POSITIVE 3j 85 



NO DIFFEREN T 5 12 
NEGATIVE 1 3_ 



hi 100 

4. BOW DID WAT YOU JUST SAW/ DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL? 

1 4 

POSITIVE 31 78 

NO DIFFERENT 6 15 

NEGATIVE 3 9 

50 100 

5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Theatre 

N I 
POSITIVE 34 9b 



NO DIFFERENT^ 
NEGATIVE 



36 100 
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positive words when asked about the same thing about theatre. These 
appear to agree with the findings using the attitude scales. 

Question 5 ; What are the opinions of the principals, curriculum 
specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program 
Area? 

Findings: Table T10 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the 
different respondent groups on several aspects of the theatre AIS 
Program Area. 

All groups sampled indicated that they felt very good about the 

theatre AIS Program and that they felt very good about themselves as a 

/ 

result of the theatre AIS program. A majority of the people in all 
groups indicated that theatre AIS programs have affected their attitude 
toward schools in a positive direction. 

A majority of the people in principal, curriculum specialist and 
artist groups indicated that they were very much or much involved in the 
theatre AIS program. However, only 40% of thf teachers indicated that 
they were very much involved. 

A majority of the people in all the groups except the teachers group 
indicated that they thought the Theatre AIS Program funding was very 
satisfactory or satisfactory. Only 40% of the teachers indicated they 
thought so. However, about 33% of the teachers did not respond to this 
item. 

The respondents in the groups appear to agree that the materials were 
readily available. However, about 44% of the artists did not respond 
to this item. 

With only one exception, a majority of the respondents, across 
categories indicated that they thought that the Theatre AIS Program had 
affected a great deal or on the positive side the following: 
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AI8 Program Area Theatre 
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a result of AIS? 
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8. ) What is your overall rating of 
this AIS prograM area? 

(Very High - Very Low) 
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9. ) Hua AIS affw^cted the students 
general school achievement? 

(A great deal - Rot at all) 
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10. ) Has AIS affected the students arts 
achievement? 

(A great deal - Not at^ all) 
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(A great deal - Not at all) 
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12.) Has AIS affected the school 
community? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 
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13.) lias AIS affected the baaic 
educational program? 

( A great deal - Not at all) 
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1*1.) Has AIS affected the arts program? 
(A great deal - Not at all) 
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15 . ) To what extent are attempts being 
nade to provide the students 
with stellar experiences as 
those provided by the AIS programs? 
(A great deal - Not at all) 


J 






9 


3o 


7 




d 


8 






3.8k' 


0.9l» 


7 
f 


Curr. Spec 


7 


28 


9 




7 
1 


Oft 


1 




1 


1* 


3.80 


1.0U 


6 


Teacher 






7 


28 


7 


28 


? 

J 


1 o 
Id 






3 • OU 


1 Ali 


1 A 


Artist 






6 


OO 


1 










*-» 


3,86 


0,38 


16.) To what extent do products 
result from AIS? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 
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17 . ) l'o what extent are the products 
used/circulated/observed? 

(A great deal - Not at all) 
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the students general school achievement, the basic educational program, 
the students arts achievement, the arts program, the :hool community. 
The one exception was that only 40% of the curriculum specialists in- 
dicated that the basic educational program had been affected by the 
Theatre AIS Program on the positive side of the scale. That is toward 
"a great deal" . 

Many of the artists did not respond to these items. The percents 
of no response from the artists for these iters ranged from 48 to 68%. 
The artists may have thought that, they did not know to what degree the 
theatre AIS Program had affected these areas. . 

A majority of the respondents, across categories, indicated that the 
theatre AIS had affected the general community moderately. Only 44% of 
the artists responded to this item. 

A Majority of the principals, curriculum specialists and teachers 
indicated that they thought attempts were being made to provide the 
students with similar experiences as those provided by the Theatre AIS 
Program. Seventy-two percent of the artists did not respond to this 
item. Six of the seven who did respond agreed with the other respondents. 

A majority of the respondents, across categories, indicated that 
th**y thought products resulted from the theatre AIS program and that 
they tho ight the products were being used, circulated and/or observed. 
Here again, many of the artists did not respond to these terns, 68% 
and 76% respectively. 

There was overwhelming agreement among the groups of respondents 
that the overall rating of the theatre AIS program was very high. 

Of the groups sampled, the artists 81% indicated more than the 
others that they were very well, or f ell oriented to or trained for the 
theatre AIS program. Only 46* of the principals, 29% of the curriculum 

specialists and 32% of the teachers indicated that they were well or 
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very well oriented to or trained for the Theatre AIS program. 

Additional Findings 

Table Til reflects responses to questions concerning training and 
background. When asked to indicate "approximately how many years have 
the schools in which you have worked offered theatre" , principals in- 
dicated an average of 5.56 years, curriculum specialists 5.07 years, 
teachers 3.27 years and artists 2.74 yaars. 

When asked to indicate with what other AIS Program Areas those in 
theatre had been invcxved, poetry was indicated most often by all 
categories of respondents, music was next. 

Seven percent of the principals, thirteen percent of the curriculum 

c 

specialists , twenty-three percent of the teachers and thirty six percent 
of the artists indicated that they had, within the last five years, elected 
to pursue further education in the arta. 

Fifty percent of the principals, forty four percent of the cv -ri- 
• culum specialists, fifty eight percent of the teachers and forty percent 
of the artists indicated that they thought an in service tr^in^ng program 
in the integration of theatre into the curriculum would benefit themselves 
and the students. 

Table 11 in the basic report shows the resul ^f the data collected 
from the parents concerning the theatre AIS Program. Only 3 of the 14 
^aniomly selected mothers knew what the Theatre MS Program wa3. Nine of 
the 11 who said that they did not know *hat the Theatre AIS Program was 
sail they would attend an orientation on it. None of the fathers inter- 
viewed knew about the program and only 1 said he would attend an orien- 
tation session on it. 
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ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION 

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background 

in AIS 

AIS Progra m Theatre 
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Include orientation to 
an AIS program? 

Have you, within 
the latft fire years 
elected to pursue 

the arts? 
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thialc that an inservice 
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Program Into the curri- 
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you and the students? 
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SURVEY Of SCHOOL BOARD MEMBERS OPINION OF THE ARTISTS-IN-THt -SCHOOLS PROGRAM 



Interview In person. 

School Board Member's name Phone 

Address 

1.) What 1s your opinion of the AIS Program? 

77] What directions do you feel it should be taking? 



375 Should the AIS Program: A. 



C. 



Be integrated into the regular curriculum? 
Become a separate but equal part of the 
curriculum similar to math or reading? 
Become a separate but supplemental part of 
the regular curriculum? 



4.) IF THE SCHOOL BOARD MEMBER ANSWERED YES TO A ABOVE, THEN ASK: 

To what extent do you believe the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular 
curriculum? 



A. Art 

B. Music 

C. Language Arts 

D. Mathematics 

E. Natural Sciences 

F. Social Sciences 

6. Other (please specify and rate) 



To a Great Extent 



5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 



4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 



3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 



2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 



Not at all 



IF THE CHOOL BOARD MEMBER ANSWERED YES TO 3A ABOVE , THEN ASK: 

5.) If you believe that the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular curriculum 
who should take the major responsibility for doing so? 

Principal Curriculum specialist Teacher Artist 



Please add any comments and/or recommendations you may have about the AIS Program. 



Thank you for your cooperation. ' 

INTERVIEWER: Please add your comments on the back of this sheet. Thank you. 



